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IRELAND    AND    KING    EDWARD. 


It  has  been  our  unenviable  task  during  the  past  few  years  to  republish 
in  the  pages  of  Irish  Facts  a  mass  of  material  from  Nationalist  newspapers, 
proving  from  their  own  writings  the  unalterable  hostility  of  a  certain 
section  of  the  Irish  race  to  any  law  passed  by  a  British  Parliament,  or 
to  any  order  enforced  by  British  authority. 

This  month  we  are  more  agreeably  occupied  in  collating,  from  daily 
and  weekly  newspapers  that  circulate  extensively  in  Ireland,  the  sincere 
tributes  of  sorrow  that  have  been  expressed  in  leading  articles,  speeches, 
and  resolutions  from  public  bodies.  Our  list  of  witnesses  to  this  widespread 
manifestation  of  national  regret  does  not  profess  to  be  complete,  but  it 
affords  an  admirable  sample  of  the  good  feeling  which  existed  among  the 
Irish  people  towards  their  Monarch.  There  have  come  to  our  notice  a 
few  resolutions  and  a  few  speeches,  notably  a  resolution  moved  in  the 
Dublin  Corporation  and  a  speech  made  by  Professor  Kettle,  M.P.,  which 
strike  a  note  that  jars  upon  the  harmony  of  sympathy  that  prevails  else- 
where throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  Ireland.  They  are  regrettable 
exceptions  to  an  admirable  and  almost  universal  practice,  and  we  need 
not  refer  to  them  further  than  to  remark  how  warm-hearted  and  loyal 
are  the  King's  subjects  in  Ireland  so  long  as  their  feelings  are  not  warped 
by  the  unhallowed  fires  of  political  agitation. 

Omissions  of  course  there  are  ;  the  leader  of  the  Irish  Nationalist 
party,  Mr.  John  Redmond,  has  not,  as  yet,  allowed  one  word  of  regret  for 
our  Imperial  loss  to  pass  the  door  of  his  h'ps  ;  the  same  observation  applies 
to  his  colleague  John  Dillon,  and  to  his  adroit  factotum  Mr.  Devlin. 
Upon  the  other  hand,  we  call  attention  to  Mr.  William  O'Brien's  eulogy 
upon  the  deceased  Monarch  which  indicates,  as  we  have  often  noted,  that 
there  is  a  young  and  thoughtful  section  of  Nationalist  opinion  spreading 
through  the  land  which  is  discarding  the  primitive  notion  that  it  is  necessary 
for  Ireland,  in  order  to  be  prosperous,  to  be  at  incessant  war  with  Great 
Britain. 

It  will  be  remarked,  no  doubt,  that  in  most  of  the  subjoined  extracts 
there  is  an  underlying  presumption  that  our  late  King  was  at  heart  a 
Home  Ruler.  This  is  not  the  occasion  to  argue  such  a  proposition,  for 
which  no  shadow  of  proof  is  offered.  But  we  sincerely  believe  that  this 
widespread  tribute  of  a  nation's  mourning  is  due  not  to  any  political 
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views  which  have  been  attributed  to  His  late  Majesty,  but  to  the  average 
Irishman's  warm-hearted  regard  for  a  strong  man  and  a  gentleman  who 
was  a  King  among  men,  and  a  man  among  Kings :  to  a  Monarch,  above 
all,  who  shared  with  them  in  their  pleasures  and  sympathised  with  them 
in  their  distress  ;  and  to  a  man  who  proved  to  Ireland,  as  well  as  to  the 
rest  of  the  world,  that  his  whole  happiness  was  bound  up  in  the  welfare 
and  prosperity  of  the  far-flung  Empire  over  which  he  had  been  called  to 
rule. 

I.— 7EXTRACTS  FROM  NATIONALIST  DAILY  PAPERS. 

" .  .  .  .  The  time  has  not  yet  come  for  an  accurate  estimate 
of  King  Edward's  attitude  towards  this  country.  By  the  tongue 
of  rumour  he  was  accredited  with  a  sympathetic  appreciation  of  the 
popular  demand.  Well  founded  or  not,  the  report  secured  for  him 
during  his  visits  to  Ireland  a  respectful  greeting.  .  .  ." — Freeman's 
Journal,  May  7,  1910. 

"  ....  No  matter  how  bitterly  Ireland  may  have  to  oppose  the 
British  Government  from  time  to  time,  she  certainly  had  no  reason 
to  quarrel  with  Edward  VII.  His  sympathies  were  undoubtedly 
with  this  country.  We  think  that  the  Irish  people  will,  without 
distinction,  regret  that  his  tenure  of  the  Throne  was  so  brief.  .  .  ." — 
7mA  Independent,  May  7,  1910. 

"  ....  In  Ireland  King  Edward  was  regarded  as  a  broad- 
minded  Monarch,  whose  friendliness  and  sympathies  lay  with  the 
people  in  their  struggle  for  liberty,  and  as  a  Ruler  who  was  not. 
imbued  with  the  bitterness  and  prejudices  which  are  more  or  less 
traditions  of  the  occupants  of  the  British  Throne.  .  .  ." — Cork 
Examiner,  May  7,  1910. 

"  ....  King  Edward  VII.  wrought  loyalty  and  shrewdly  for 
his  own  people.  We  believe  he  was  animated  by  feelings  of  sympathy 
and  friendship  towards  Ireland  :  certainly  he  would  not  have  uttered 
a  word  of  protest  against  the  act  of  any  British  statesman  who 
proposed  to  give  due  recognition  to  this  country's  national  claims. 
Ireland  shares  in  the  deep  regret  with  which  the  news  of  his  unexpected 
death  will  be  received  the  world  over  to-day.  .  .  ." — The  Irish  News, 
May  7,  1910. 

II. — EXTRACTS  FROM  NATIONALIST  WEEKLY  PAPERS. 

"  ....  The  people  regarded  His  Majesty  as  a  true  friend  of 
this  country,  and  the  general  feeling  prevailed  that  under  his  benign 
reign,  Ireland  was  dearer  to  him,  and  he  was  more  anxious  to  see  the 
brighter  day  dawn  upon  our  destinies  than  any  Monarch  who  ever 
sat  upon  the  Throne.  .  .  ." — Kerry  Sentinel,  May  11,  1910. 

"  ....  It  was  probably  the  fond  hope  of  many  a  patriot  that 
King  Edward  would  have  crowned  his  career  of  peace-making  by-and- 
by,  when  an  Irish  Parliament  should  be  established  in  the  capital, 
and  he  would  have  graced  its  opening  ceremony.  .  .  . 

"  .  .  .  .  Nothing  better  will  be  said  of  him  in  history  than 
that  he  tried  to  give  a  new  hope  to  Ireland,  and  it  is  certain  that  the 
Irish  people  gladly  recognised  in  him  a  Ruler  who  was  at  once  a  manly 
King  and  a  Kingly  man." — Wicklow  People,  May  11,  1910. 
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"  The  death  of  King  Edward  the  Seventh  is  an  event  of  world- 
wide importance,  and  stirred  public  feeling  not  only  in  these  countries, 
but  throughout  every  part  of  the  civilized  globe.  There  is  one  thing 

certain,    and   that  is   he   meant  well   to   Ireland :' — Midland 

Reporter,  May  12. 

"  ....  Ireland  has  lost  a  friend  undoubtedly  in  King 
Edward.  .  .  ." — Roscommon  Herald,  May  14. 

"  ....  Considerate,  kindly,  and  tolerant  to  all,  he  desired 
to  be  regarded  as  the  Father  of  his  people,  and  nothing  would  have 
given  him  greater  satisfaction  than  to  see  Ireland  laid — as  he  laid 
the  new  Dominion  of  South  Africa — in  the  lap  of  Peace.  May  Almighty 
God  have  mercy  on  the  soul  of  King  Edward  VII.,  and  grant  a  glorious 
and  happy  reign  to  King  George  V." — Irish  Catholic,  May  14. 

'  ....  In  Ireland,  too,  and  almost  for  the  first  time  since 
English  Kings  claimed  kingship  over  Ireland,  there  is  manifest  a 
widespread  and  sincere  sorrow  at  the  death  of  an  English  Monarch. ..." 
— Drogheda  Independent,  May  14. 

"  ....  It  is  as  a  friend  of  this  country,  even  more  than  as 
a  king,  however. kingly  he  bore  himself,  that  his  death  has  touched 
the  Irish  heart  and  led  to  a  manifestation  of  public  feeling  unpre- 
cedented, in  its  sincerity  and  expansiveness  because 'coming  straight 
from  the  hearts  of  the  people  of  all  shades  of  Nationalist  opinion.  .  .  ." 
— Western  People,  May  14. 

'  ....  It  is  safe  to  say  that  his  death  has  touched  the  hearts 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  in  a  manner  that  no  other  King  or  Queen 
ever  did  before  him.  The  people  of  this  country  felt  instinctively 
that  he  sympathised  with  their  grievances  and  would  remedy  them 
if  it  was  in  his  power  to  do  so,  and  consequently  we  in  Ireland  had  a 
feeling  of  respect  for  him  principally  on  account  of  his  kindly  regard 
for  our  welfare." — Galway  Observer,  May  14. 

"  .  .  .  .  By  his  kindness  towards  Ireland,  and  desire  that  our 
people  should  be  governed  in  a  wise  and  enlightened  manner,  King 
Edward  touched  the  hearts  of  the  Irish  race,  and  it  is  therefore  natural 
that  in  this,  as  in  other  parts  of  the  Empire,  the  death  of  the  illustrious 
Peacemaker  should  be  mourned  as  a  national  calamity.  .  .  ." 
Kerry  Sentinel,  May  14. 

III. — EXTRACTS  FROM  POLITICAL  SPEECHES. 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  M.P.,  at  Bandon,  on  May  8  : — 

"  Fellow  countrymen,  I  cannot  address  this  meeting  of  Irish 
Nationalists,  as  true  as  ever  breathed,  without  first  saying  one  word 
of  respectful  sympathy  with  the  sorrow — the  universal  and  tragic 
sorrow — which  at  this  moment  overshadows,  not  one  or  two  countries 
alone,  but  every  friend  of  peace  and  human  brotherhood  throughout 
the  globe.  King  Edward  was  not  only  the  most  popular  man  in 
England.  He  was  the  most  popular  man  in  the  world.  His  title 
of  the  Peacemaker  was  a  prouder  one  than  any  amount  of  kingly 
glory  or  military  conquest,  however  dazzling,  could' have  conferred 
upon  him,  and  he  was  nowhere  more  truly  a  peacemaker  than  in 
Ireland." 
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At  the  same  meeting  Mr.  John  Walsh,  Bandon,  proposed  the  following 
resolution : — 

"  That  this  meeting  of  Irish  Nationalists  learns  with  profound 
sorrow  the  death  of  King  Edward,  the  Peacemaker,  whose  efforts 
for  the  reconciliation  of  the  two  countries  Ireland  will  ever  hold  in 
grateful  memory." — The  Cork  Accent,  May  9,  1910. 

Mr.  Duffy,  M.P.,  at  Loughrea  on  Sunday,  May  8,  said  that,  speaking 
as  a  Nationalist,  and  believing,  as  he  did,  that  he  represented  the 
Nationalist  feelings  of  the  people  of  that  constituency,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  expressing  his  sympathy  with  the  widow  of  the  King 
for  the  great  loss  she  had  sustained.  He  believed  that  the  late  King 
was  honestly  disposed  towards  Ireland,  and  he  believed  that  His 
Majesty,  if  the  opportunity  had  been  given  him,  would  have  been 
willing  to  concede  to  Ireland  a  measure  of  Home  Rule,  and  believing 
that,  he  thought  it  was  perfectly  consistent  with  the  strongest 
Nationalism  that  the  Irish  people  on  an  occasion  like  this,  when 
such  sadness  had  fallen  upon  the  King's  family,  should  express  their 
sympathy  with  his  widow.  .  .  . — Connacht  Champion,  May  13. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  M.P.,  at  Belfast,  on  Saturday,  May  14,  said  :— 
"  I  wish  also  on  your  behalf  to  convey  to  the  family  of  the  late 
King  our  sympathy  with  them  in  the  bereavement  that  has  come 
upon  them.  We  have  always  regarded  the  late  King  as  friendly  in 
his  feelings  towards  Ireland,  and  I  believe  if  the  constitutional  limita- 
tions of  his  position  permitted  he  would  have  been  a  declared  and 
avowed  supporter  of  our  cause  and  your  demand." — Freeman's 
Journal,  May  16. 

The  Lord  Mayor  of  Cork,  at  Cork,  on  Wednesday,  May  11,  said : — 

"  While  deeply  lamenting  that  sad  event,  the  obligation  devolves 
upon  us,  not  only  as  dutiful  subjects,  but  as  sharers  in  the  intense 
sorrow  which  it  has  cast  upon  His  late  Majesty's  most  gracious  Consort 
and  kindred,  and  upon  all  upon  whom  his  genial  influence  fell,  to  tender 
to  them  the  expression  of  our  most  earnest  condolence  and  sympathy." 
— Cork  Constitution,  May  12. 

IV. — RESOLUTIONS  OF  SYMPATHY. 

The  following  Irish  public  bodies,  besides  many  others,  have  passed 
votes  of  condolence  upon  the  death  of  His  Majesty  King  Edward  VII. 

Corporations. — Drogheda,  Wexford,  Deny,  Sligo,  Belfast. 

County  Councils. — Kerry,  Monaghan.  Wicklow,  Roscommon, 
Limerick,  Kildare,  Cork,  Derry,  Queen's  County,  Tyrone,  Dublin. 

Town  Councils. — Athlone,  Portadown. 

Town  Commissioners. — Antrim,  Newbridge,  Downpatrick. 

Chambers  of  Commerce. — Waterford.  Limerick,  Cork,  Dublin. 

Urban  District  Councils. — Rathmines,  Cavan,  Carlow,  Bray, 
Portrush,  Newry,  Lisburn,  Enniskillen,  Pembroke,  Kingstown,  Birr. 

Boards  of  Guardians. — Athlone,  Castlebar,  Banbridge,  Clonmel, 
Coleraine,  Belfast,  Armagh,  Strabane,  Cavan,  Rathdown,  Limerick, 
Galway,  Carlow,  Dungannon,  Fermoy,  Rathkeale,  Bantry. 

Imperial  Grand  Orange  Council. — Dublin  City  and  County  Liberal 
Association,  Ulster  Liberal  Association,  Dublin  Unionist  Association, 
North  Belfast  Unionists. 
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CURRENT   NOTES. 


Mr.  Redmond's  Silence. 

The  silence  of  Mr.  Redmond  and  his  colleagues  when  Irish  Nationalist 
opinion  has  been  so  generally  expressed  in  sympathetic  terms  on  the  occasion 
of  the  King's  death  has  been  so  significant  that  the  following  comment 
of  the  Cork  Accent  (May  13)  carries  great  interest : — 

"  When  Mr.  Redmond  was  absent  from  his  place  in  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  occasion  of  passing  the  vote  of  condolence  on  the  death 
of  the  late  King,  we  expressed  the  opinion  that  the  reason  why  he  took 
no  part  in  the  proceedings  so  memorable  and  why  the  voice  of  Ireland 
was  silent  when  sympathy  would  be  appreciated,  was  that  he  was 
forbidden  to  do  so  by  the  Molly  Maguires.  The  accuracy  of  our 
hypothesis  has  been  established  sooner  than  we  anticipated.  At  the 
Dublin  Board  of  Guardians  on  Wednesday,  Mr.  Nugent,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Molly  Maguires,  succeeded  in  defeating  a  resolution  of  sympathy 
with  the  Royal  Family  by  ten  votes  to  seven.  This  is  the  only  body 
in  the  whole  of  Ireland  where  this  course  has  been  taken.  But  it  is 
one  of  the  few  boards  in  which  the  Molly  Maguires  have  effected  a  firm 
lodgment.  Everyone  can  see  that  the  popularity  won  by  King 
Edward  in  Ireland  has  made  a  most  profound  impression  in  England* 
The  outpouring  of  sympathy  in  Ireland  occasioned  by  the  death  of  a 
Monarch  who  sympathised  with  the  people's  aspirations  has  supplied 
English  statesmen  with  the  key  to  the  Irish  problem.  Even  the  most 
obtuse  could  see  how  the  Irish  difficulty  could  be  satisfactorily  dealt 
with.  It  was  impossible  the  desire  should  not  spring  up  in  exalted 
quarters  that  the  work  begun  by  the  late  Sovereign  should  be  com- 
pleted, and  that  discontent  and  disaffection  should  be  exorcised 
by  the  concession  of  the  nation's  claims. 

"  But  while  even  the  Times  was  pointing  the  moral  of  what  was 
taking  place  in  Ireland,  Mr.  Nugent  decided  to  strike  a  jarring  note, 
to  prove  that  the  Mollies  did  not  believe  in  showing  sympathetic  appre- 
ciation of  the  efforts  of  the  late  King,  and  to  set  himself  in  opposition  to 
the  whole  current  of  public  feeling  in  Ireland.  But  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind  Mr.  Nugent  did  not  speak  for  himself  alone.  He  went  to 
the  Board  of  Guardians  from  the  Standing  Committee  of  which  he  was- 
a  member,  and  the  course  taken  by  him  was  simply  in  accordance  with 
the  previous  decision  of  the  Molly  Maguire  Lodge.  This  more  than 
explains  Mr.  Redmond's  absence  from  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
public  will  have  noticed  that  there  has  not  been  one  word  of  sympathy- 
from  any  one  of  the  Bosses,  and,  therefore,  the  muzzling  of  Mr.  Red- 
mond was  part  of  a  deliberate  policy.  All  the  papers  remarked 
yesterday  that  the  silence  of  Mr.  Redmond  was  the  subject  of  much 
comment  in  the  Lobby  of  the  House  of  Commons,  but  it  is  not  yet 
understood  in  England  that  Mr.  Redmond  cannot  open  his  lips- 
except  by  leave  of  the  Molly  Maguires," 
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Mr.  Redmond's  Speech. 

As  we  go  to  press  we  receive  the  report  of  Mr.  Redmond's  long  expected 
speech  at  Cork  on  Sunday,  May  22.  A  more  grddging  tribute  to  the  memory 
of  a  dead  King  was  surely  never  paid  by  the  so-called  "  leader  "  of  a 
warm-hearted  people.  A  word  of  sympathy  for  the  bereaved  family — and 
that  is  all :  no  expression  of  sorrow  escapes  him  for  the  stupendous  loss 
under  which  our  Empire  staggers  and  mourns.  It  goes  without  saving 
that  Messrs.  Dillon  and  Devlin,  the  secondary  orators  on  the  same 
occasion,  kept  absolute  silence  upon  the  subject  of  the  nation's  grief. 
We  append  Mr.  Redmond's  infelicitous  remarks : — 

" .  .  .  .  From  the  personal  aspect  I  think  everybody  of  all 
parties  in  Ireland  was  sorry  for  his  death.  He  never  showed  any 
hostility  to  Ireland — an  unusual  thing  in  a  British  Monarch.  But 
the  general  feeling,  I  think,  in  this  country  was  that  he  was  a  frank, 
manly,  and  friendly  Sovereign,  and  we  are  all  sorry  for  his  death, 
and  sympathise  with  his  family  and  with  the  English  people.  But 
there  is  a  second  aspect,  the  Constitutional  one,  and  I  say,  do  not  let 
us  Irishmen  be  guilty  of  the  hypocrisy  of  pretending  to  the  English 
people  that  we  regard  the  demise  of  the  Sovereign  as  affecting  Ireland 
in  the  same  way  as  the  demise  of  the  Sovereign  affects  the  people 
of  England.  The  King  of  England  is  a  Constitutional  Monarch,  he 
is  the  head  of  a  free  Constitution,  he  governs  through  Ministers  elected 
by  the  people  of  England  and  responsible  to  the  people  of  England, 
and  the  English  people  rightly  regard  him  as  the  head  of  their  free 
Constitution  so  long  as  he  acts  within  the  recognised  legitimate  lines 
that  restrain  him.  The  King  of  Ireland  (cries  of  "  Yourself,"  and 
"  John  Redmond,"  and  loud  cheers) — the  King  of  Ireland  is  not 
a  Constitutional  Sovereign,  he  is  not  the  head  of  a  free  Constitution, 
he  does  not  govern  through  Ministers,  elected  and  responsible  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and  therefore  from  the  Constitutional  aspect  it  is 
impossible  for  us  to  regard  the  demise  of  the  British  Sovereign  in  the 
same  way  as  it  is  regarded  by  the  free  people  of  England." — Freeman's 
Journal,  May  23rd. 

Mr.  W.  O'Brien's  "Republic." 

Mr.  William  O'Brien,  M.P.,  replying  to  a  telegram  from  Limerick 
in  reference  to  Mr.  Redmond's  statement  on  Sunday  that  Mr.  O'Brien 
had  declared  Home  Rule  to  be  "  now  more  impracticable  than  an  Irish 
Republic,"  says : — 

"  I  never  said  anything  so  absurd.  What  I  did  say,  and  stick 
to,  is  that  it  is  impracticable  so  long  as  Mr.  Redmond's  Party  and 
the  United  Irish  League  continue  to  be,  as  they  are  at  present,  under 
the  complete  political  and  financial  control  of  a  sectarian  secret 
society,  whose  initial  rule  excludes  all  Irish  Protestants  from  its 
ranks.  That  is  a  very  different  matter.  So  far  from  despairing 
•of  self-government, .  I  have  repeatedly  declared  that  it  can  be  had 
with  all  but  universal  assent  in  England,  whichever  party  is  in  power, 
as  soon  as  Ireland  shakes  herself  free  from  this  sectarian  tyranny 
and  embraces  the  all-for-Ireland  principles  of  friendship  with  the 
Irish  Protestant  minority  and  with  the  entire  British  nation." — 
Freeman's  Journal,  May  25.  J 
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Home  Rule  at  any  Price. 

Mr.  John  Redmond's  true  purpose  in  breaking  the  "  Truce  of  God  " 
during  these  days  of  national  mourning  was  not,  as  we  have  shewn  above, 
to  identify  himself  with  the  Irish  people  in  their  widespread  manifestations 
of  sympathy,  but  rather  to  prove  that  the  "  rebel  city  "  was  as  rebellious 
as  ever,  and  that  the  Nationalist  party  was  still  the  divinely  appointed 
instrument  to  wrest  Home  Rule  from  a  British  Parliament.  Mr.  Redmond 
can  almost  feel  the  crown  upon  his  head  :  he  believes  the  crowd  that  shouts 
in  its  frenzy,  "  The  King  of  Ireland — its  yourself  "  :  and  he  passionately 
justifies  his  action  in  supporting  an  oppressive  Budget  in  order  that  he 
may  keep  in  office  a  Government  which  will  abolish  the  Lords  and  so  pass 
a  Home  Rule  Bill  through  a  Single  Chamber  into  law. 

At  Cork  (May  22)  he  again  declared : — 

"  The  destruction  of  the  Veto  means  the  concession  of  Home  Rule 
for  Ireland  "  :  and 

"  The  sweeping  away  of  the  Veto  of  the  House  of  Lords  will  be 
followed  with  mathematical  accuracy  and  certainty  by  the  concession 
of  Home  Rule  to  Ireland." 

And  at  Waterford  on  May  23,  he  said  : — 

"  The  Veto  of  the  House  of  Lords  is  the  chief,  if  not  the  only 
block  in  the  way  of  Home  Rule  for  Ireland : 

"  To  destroy  the  present  political  situation,  with  all  its  prospects 
of  triumph  in  the  near  future  would  be  the  betrayal  of  the  cause  of 
Home  Rule." 

After  such  declarations  it  must  only  be  the  blindest  and  deafest  and 
stupidest  of  our  population  that  cannot  appreciate  the  tremendous  impor- 
tance of  the  immediate  situation,  and  the  certainty  that  in  a  very  few 
weeks  we  shall  be  immersed  in  the  throes  of  a  campaign  for  our  Con- 
stitution and  the  integrity  of  our  Empire.  Both  of  these  will  be  lost  to 
us,  and  to  future  generations  if  we  do  not  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder  and 
fight  for  them  as  we  have  never  fought  before. 

A  Home  Rule  Minister. 

Colonel  Seely,  M.P.,  the  TJnder-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
speaking  at  a  meeting  held  at  West  Hampstead  Town  Hall  on  April  26, 
under  the  auspices  of  the  local  Liberal  Association  said : — 

"  It  was  said  that  they  must  have  a  House  of  Lords,  because 
otherwise  they  would  give  Home  Rule  to  Ireland.  (A  voice  :  '  You 
gave  it  to  South  Africa  ').  They  did  give  it  to  South  Africa,  and  they 
gave  it  at  the  right  time.  He  suggested  that  now  was  the  golden 
moment  for  Ireland  as  it  was  for  South  Africa.  England  had  solved 
the  problem  of  giving  self-government  to  many  parts  of  the  world. 
Could  they  not  solve  the  problem  close  to  their  own  doors  ?  He 
believed  they  could,  and  if  the  only  result  of  passing  the  second  Veto 
Resolution  was  to  enable  them  to  give  a  measure  of  self-government 
to  Ireland,  which,  while  preserving  the  supremacy  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  would  satisfy  the  aspirations  of  her  people,  he  believed 
it  would  have  been  worth  years  of  struggle  by  the  Liberal  Party." 
— Freeman's  Journal,  April  28. 

c  2 
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The  Demand  for  Independence. 

Electors  who  have  been  led  into  believing  that  Irish  Home  Rulers  will 
"be  content  with  some  kind  of  subordinate  Parliament  in  Dublin  may  be 
recommended  to  study  the  following  extracts  from  the  Freeman's  Journal 
{May  9)  which  reports  the  proceedings  at  a  demonstration  of  the  members 
of  the  Ancient  Order  of  Hibernians  held  at  Rooskey  on  May  8. 

A  series  of  resolutions  were  proposed,  the  second  of  which  reiterated 
the  "  imperishable  demand  for  the  legislative  independence  of  Ireland, 
and  declared  that  nothing  short  of  full  control  over  all  purely  Irish  affairs 
in  a  Parliament  in  College  Green  would  be  satisfactory." 

At  the  meeting,  Mr.  R.  Hazelton,  M.P.,  said : — "  As  one  of  the 
resolutions  affirmed,  nothing  short  of  National  Self-Government  would 
satisfy  the  Irish  people.  .  .  So  far  as  they  were  concerned,  they 
were  determined,  no  matter  who  reigned  upon  the  Throne  of  England, 
that  the  Irish  National  demand  would  be  pushed  forward,  that 
the  attack  upon  the  House  of  Lords  would  neither  be  delayed  nor 
abandoned,  and  that  the  democracy  of  these  countries  would  go  on 
until  the  barrier  that  had  stood  so  long  in  Ireland's  way  was  removed." 
Another  speaker,  Mr.  J.  P.  Farrell,  M.P.,  addressing  the  meeting,  declared 
that :  "  They  were  determined  to  clear  the  Sassenach  rule  out  of  Ireland." 

Referring  to  other  matters  this  militant  M.P.  said  : — "  They  had  long 
allowed  the  hazel  to  rust ;  they  were  giving  Mr.  Birrell  his  chance.  What 
was  the  result  ?  It  was  that  next  day  he  (Mr.  Farrell)  would  be  before 
a  Bench  of  magistrates  for  the  second  time  for  doing  the  work  of  the  people. 
The  Attorney-General  who  sat,  with  the  aid  of  the  Nationalist  votes,  for 
North  Tyrone  would  not  be  satisfied  until  he  got  his  (Mr.  Farrell's)  scalp. 
He  would  tell  Mr.  Redmond  Barry — and  he  hoped  his  police  note-taker 
would  take  it  down — to  take  care  that  before  he  got  that  scalp  he  (Mr. 
Tarrell)  did  not  get  his  seat  in  North  Tyrone." 

Perhaps  these  heroics  will  be  taken  at  their  real  value  when  it  is 
remembered  that  Mr.  Farrell's  trial  was  adjourned  in  order  to  allow  him 
to  come  to  Westminster  to  vote  for  the  Budget  of  the  Government  which 
is  prosecuting  him,  that  he  did  it,  and  helped  to  keep  his  prosecutors  in 
power. 

What  does  Home  Rule  mean? 

Mr.  John  Dillon,  M.P.,  in  the  course  of  a  speech  delivered  at  the 
Belvedere  College  Debating  Society,  Dublin,  on  May  10,  threw  some  light 
upon  the  interesting  question  of  the  meaning  of  Home  Rule  when  the  term 
is  used  by  Irish  Nationalists.  He  said : — 

"  There  was  one  point  I  took  note  of  in  which  I  differed  from  him 
(Mr.  George  O'Brien,  Auditor  of  the  Society).  He  had  evidently 
devoted  a  great  deal  of  study  and  thought  to  the  whole  subject.  He 
drew  a  contrast  between  the  demands  of  O'Connell  and  his  party, 
and  what  he  described  as  the  more  moderate  demands  of  the  modem 
Irish  Party,  led  first  by  Mr.  Butt  and  subsequently  by  Mr.  ParnelL 
Well,  I  don't  agree  that  the  more  modern  demands  are  more  moderate. . . 
"  And  any  Parliament  which  cannot  control  that  Executive 
Government  of  this  country  cannot  be  considered  to  be  a  supreme 
Parliament  or  a  co-ordinate  Parliament ;  it  is  to  a  great  extent  a 
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Parliament  of  slaves,  who  are  bound  to  go  down  before  the  permanent 
Executive.  Our  modern  demand  has  always  been  that  whatever 
Parliament  is  given  to  Ireland  now  must  have  absolute  control  over 
the  taxation  of  Ireland,  and  over  the  Executive  Government  of  Ireland." 

— Freeman's  Journal,  May  11. 

At  the  same  meeting  Professor  T.  M.  Kettle,  M.P.,  refused  to  commit 
laimself  to  any  definition.  He  said  : — 

"  The  exact  definition  of  a  Home  Rule  scheme  was  out  of  order 
until  they  came  to  a  Parliamentary  Session  that  would  be  occupied 
with  the  business  of  hammering  into  shape  and  passing  into  law  an 
actual  Home  Rule  Bill.  To  ask  for  the  details  of  Home  Rule  before 
the  time  was  really  come  was  very  much  like  as  if  a  player  in  a  game 
was  to  ask  to  see  his  opponent's  hand  before  the  game.  When  it 
comes  to  settle  the  details  of  a  Home  Rule  Bill,  they  would  take  as 
much  as  they  could  get.  They  would  demand  as  large  a  measure 
relating  to  the  life  and  government  of  Ireland  and  her  people  as  was 
practically  attainable ;  whatever  they  got  they  would  not  express 
themselves  as  satisfied." — Freeman's  Journal,  May  11. 

The  last  sentence  should  be  well  considered  by  those  who  think  that 
some  form  of  Home  Rule  short  of  separation  will  satisfy  the  Irish  Home 
Rulers.  The  Irish  Question  will  be  still  with  us,  even  if  a  Home  Rule  Bill 
were  passed.  The  Irish  Home  Rulers  would  only  use  such  a  concession 
as  a  lever  for  obtaining  more. 

A  Rebel  M.P.  ? 

Mr.  T.  O'Donnell,  M.P.,  in  the  course  of  a  speech  delivered  at  Keel 
on  May  8,  said : — 

"  Only  the  meanest  slave  or  the  most  arrant  coward  would  admit 
or  tolerate  the  offensive  interference  of  outsiders  in  the  management 
of  their  national  affairs  ;  and  Irishmen,  who  through  centuries  had 
fought  so  bravely  and  sacrificed  so  much  for  nationality,  would  not 
now  tamely  submit  to  government  from  London." — Freeman's 
Journal,  May  11. 

Complete  Independence. 

The  following  extract  from  the  National  Hibernian  (April  15),  the 
official  organ  of  the  Ancient  Order  of  Hibernians,  is  a  complete  contra- 
•  diction  to  those  who  assert  that  Home  Rule  does  not  mean  separation  : — 

"  It  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  the  members  of  our  Order  have 
been  mainly  instrumental  in  bringing  this  condition  about.  Their 
efforts  in  the  past  have  been  untiring  towards  this  end,  and  they  may 
be  trusted  to  continue  the  good  work  in  the  future  until  our  celebrations 
become  a  power  that  will  for  ever  silence  our  enemies  and  hasten  the 
complete  independence  of  our  people." 

As  showing  the  close  connection  between  the  Ancient  Order  of  Hiber- 
nians and  the  official  organisation  of  the  Irish  Home  Rulers,  the  United 
Irish  League,  it  is  only  necessary  to  mention  that  Mr.  J.  Devlin,  M.P.,  the 
Secretary  of  the  United  Irish  League,  is  also  President  of  the  Ancient  Order 
of  Hibernians. 
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Pledged  to  the  Fenian  Cause. 

A  demonstration  in  honour  of  the  late  Mr.  James  Blayney2Rice,  a 
native  of  Tyholland,  County  Monaghan,  took  place  on  May  5  at  Monaghan, 
under  the  auspices  of  the  Ancient  Order  of  Hibernians  (Board  of  Erin). 
He  was,  we  are  told, "  identified  with  the  National  movement  both  in  the 
days  when  physical  force  was  the  weapon  employed,  and  in  a  later  period, 
when  constitutional  methods  were  adopted." 

Mr.  Joseph  Devlin,  M.P.,  in  the  course  of  a  speech,  said : — 

"  Fenianism   was   a    baptism   of   Nationality  from   which   men 

came  forth  cleansed  of  the  dross  of  selfishness  and  slavery,  and  made 

heirs  to  the  kingdom  of  truth  and  liberty 

"  We  here  to-day  are  met,  not  only  to  honour  his  memory,  but  to 

pledge  anew  our  allegiance  to  the  cause  to  which  his  life  was  devoted, 

and  on  this  spot." — Freeman's  Journal,  May  6. 

A  Murderer  at  large. 

On  January  22,  1909,  at  Craughwell  in  Co.  Galway,  Constable  Goldrick 
was  foully  murdered  whilst  endeavouring  to  assist  certain  men  who  had 
fired  at  and  wounded  two  masons  engaged  in  re-building  the  wall  of  a  farm, 
the  possession  of  which  by  the  owner — Mrs.  Ryan — was  a  cause  of  irritation 
to  some  persons  in  the  district. 

That  was  nearly  eighteen  months  ago.  After  an  interval  the  police 
made  an  arrest ;  a  longer  period  elapsed  and  the  prisoner  was  tried,  not 
before  a  local  jury,  but  in  Dublin  before  a  Dublin  jury.  The  Attorney- 
General  himself  prosecuted,  and  the  jury  found  the  prisoner  "  not  guilty  " 
of  the  murder.  No  comment  can,  or  ought  to,  be  made  on  that  verdict. 
But  the  ominous  fact  is  that,  after  all  this  time,  the  murderer  is  still  at 
large.  What  can  be  the  state  of  feeling  then  in  that  district  ?  The 
Counsel  for  the  Crown  himself  described  the  neighbourhood  of  the  crime 
as  a  place  "  where  men  could  be  procured  in  the  open  light  of  Heaven  to 
assassinate  their  fellow  creatures." 

Ireland's  Progress  under  the  Union. 

The  following  extract  from  a  speech  by  Mr.  Stephen  Gwynn,  M.P., 
at  Whitefields  Tabernacle,  London,  on  May  8,  will  be  read  with  interest, 
as  it  contradicts  the  assertion  of  Home  Rulers  that  Ireland  cannot  make 
any  progress  under  the  present  system  of  government : — 

"  For  the  first  time  since  the  Union  a  reign  had  closed  which 
found  Ireland  more  prosperous,  more  peaceable,  and  more  hopeful 
than  at  the  beginning  of  it." — Freeman's  Journal,  May  9. 

Government  Thanks  to  Home  Rulers. 

In  the  Chicago  Sunday  Tribune  (May  1)  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  M.P., 
writes : — 

"  Premier  Asquith  complimented  Devlin  in  his  speech  closing 
the  Budget  debate.  Winston  Churchill  wrote  him  a  letter  of  thanks." 

Mr.  Devlin's  speech  was  delivered  in  the  House  of  Commons  on  April 
27.  He  defended  the  Budget  and  bitterly  attacked  Mr.  W.  O'Brien.  M.P. 
Hence  apparently  the  effusive  gratitude  of  certain  Cabinet  Ministers. 
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Doubtful  of  Home  Rule. 

Notwithstanding  Mr.  Redmond's  assertions  of  the  certainty  of  Home 
Rule,  Irish  Nationalist  opinion  is  by  no  means  unanimously  supporting 
the^IrishVHome  Rule  Leader.  The  Leinster  Leader  (May  7)  says  : — 

"  The  English  people,  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  are  almost  certain 
not^to  take  an  extreme  step  one  side  or  the  other.  They  are  fond  of 
a  compromise  and  it  will  possibly  wind  up  in  a  compromise  of  some 
kind  or  other.  Under  these  circumstances  it  is  too  much  to  expect 
us  to  believe  that  the  Veto  Bill  carries  under  its  wing,  snug  and  safe, 
a  Home  Rule  measure  for  Ireland.  The  measure  may  lie  under  the 
wing,  but  it  is  neither  snug  or  safe  ;  it  is  open  to  many  adventures 
and  many  dangers.  It  is,  in  short,  an  uncertainty,  and  on  this 
uncertainty  the  money  of  Ireland  has  been  staked." 

An  Unprosperous  Concern. 

The  Cork  Accent  in  its  issue  of  April  29,  draws  attention  to  the  financial 

condition  of  the  Freeman's  Journal,  as  disclosed  in  the  annual  report 

of  the  company.     It  points  out  that : — 

"  In  1908  the  sum  available  for  distribution  to  the  shareholders,, 
after  paying  debenture  interest,  was  £6,506.  In  1909  it  only  amounted 
to  £1,023  ;  but  of  this  sum  £806  was  brought  forward  from  the  previous 
year's  accounts.  In  1908  the  net  profits  of  the  year  amounted  to. 
£4,394 ;  last  year  they  had  dwindled  to  £217.  The  general  reserve, 
the  debenture  reserve  fund  account,  and  the  building  reserve  fund 
account  have  altogether  disappeared.  No  bad  debts  have  been 
written  off,  and  no  provision  has  been  made  for  accounts  which  would 
prove  to  be  irrecoverable  or  for  discounts  which  might  have  to  be 
allowed.  No  depreciation'  was  provided  for  wear  and  tear  of  plant, 
machinery  and  premises.  These  items  represent  £22,513  in  the  assets, 
and  if  10  per  cent,  was  allowed  for  depreciation,  that  would  amount 
to  £2,250.  Therefore,  instead  of  there  being  a  net  profit  of  £217  in  the 
year's  -working,  there  would  be  a  balance  of  £2,000  the  other  way.  .  .  . 
"  This  is  the  position  to  which  Dillonism  has  brought  the  Freeman. 
Such  is  the  result  of  Mr.  Sexton's  financial  genius.  It  is  unnecessary 
to  ask  how  long  a  company  will  last  which  owes  yearly  £16,500,  and  of 
which  the  net  profits  fell  in  one  year  from  £4,394  to  £217,  leaving  the 
question  of  depreciation  and  provision  for  bad  debts  out  of  account 
altogether.  This  is  a  question  which  everyone  can  answer  for 
himself." 
When  the  official  Nationalist  organ  fails  to  get  the  support  of  the 

people,  who  shall  maintain  that  the  party  whose  views  it  advocates  really 

represents  Irish  Nationalist  opinion  ? 


The  Professor's  Bad  Taste. 

Professor  T.  M.  Kettle,  M.P.,  in  the  course  of  a  speech  at  a  meeting  of 
the  R;ngsend  Branch  U.I.L,,  held  on  May  13,  said  : — 

"  In  the  present  situation  he  discerned  no  reason  why  the  fight 
against  the  House  of  Lords  should  be  greatly  delayed,  or  any  measures 
abandoned  because  of  recent  events.  On  such  occasions  they  heard  a 
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deal  of  talk  about  the  loyalty  of  the  Irish  people,  but  when  Allen 
Larkin  and  O'Brien  died  there  were  no  shutters  closed  in  Graf  ton 
Street.  When  Michael  was  laid  in  his  last  resting-place  in  Mayo, 
the  Viceregal  Court  did  not  go  into  mourning  for  a  twelvemonth,  and 
when  they  followed  the  remains  of  Parnell,  a  kinglier  king  than 
ever  he  who  wore  the  Crown  of  England,  all  that  the  English  people 
had  to  say  were  words  of  exultation  and  delight  that  their  greatest  and, 
as  they  thought,  their  last  opponent  had  gone  to  a  world  where  he  could 
no  longer  touch  their  ascendency.  The  Irish  people  conceded  to  the 
English  people  in  their  grief  the  courtesy  they  never  extended  to  them, 
in  their  grief.  The  people  of  Ireland  had  no  desire  to  intrude  with 
violent  words  or  unseemly  pressure  upon  an  occasion  like  the  present. 
For  his  part,  he  respected  the  Royal  House  in  which  there  was  death 
just  as  he  respected  the  house  of  a  fisherman  in  Ringsend  on  which 
the  hand  of  death  had  been  laid.  They  in  Dublin  did  not  need  the 
death  of  a  King  to  teach  them  that  courtesy.  Having  seen  most  of 
the  capitals  of  Europe,  he  could  say  that  he  had  never  seen  anything 
that  so  much  impressed  him  as  the  practice  among  the  people  of 
Dublin  in  raising  their  hats  to  salute  the  remains  of  someone  who 
had  solved  the  baffling  mystery  of  life." — Freeman's  Journal,  May  14. 

The  Boycott  Advocated. 

On  the  conclusion  of  the  North  Longford  Executive  of  the  U.LL.r 
•says  the  Longford  Leader  (May  7),  Mr.  J.  P.  Farrell,  M.P.,  accompanied 
by  Mr.  James  O'Neill,  J.P.,  Chairman  of  The  Granard  District  Council,, 
and  Mr.  Patrick  Quinn  of  Edgeworthstown,  drove  over  to  Newtownbond 
where  a  crowd  had  assembled.  The  meeting  was  held  opposite  Captain 
Bond's  gate,  and  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it  was  convened  on  very 
short  notice,  the  attendance  of  the  people  was  extremely  large.  .  .  . 

Mr.  J.  Callaghan  was  then  introduced,  and  was  received  with  rounds 
of  cheering.  He  said  he  didn't  come  to  make  a  speech  and  he  was  unpre- 
pared to  do  so,  but  he  did  come  there  to  use  the  boycott  and  hazel  if  necessary 
on  an  enemy  of  the  people,  whether  Lefroy  of  Carriglas  or  Bond  of  Newtown- 
bond, or  the  other  and  worst  of  all  the  Bonds,  Harry  Bond  of  Fairy  Hall. 
He  declared  his  intention  never  to  lay  down  the  hazel  till  the  last  bullock 
is  driven  from  the  last  ranch  in  Co.  Longford.  .  .  . 

Keep  up  the  boycott  and  the  hazels,  continued  Mr.  Callaghan,  "  for 
they  are  the  only  weapons  we  have,  and  we  will  use  them  to  the  last  letter 
of  the  law,  no  matter  what  may  be  the  consequences  to  us." 

When  such  advice  is  openly  given  in  the  presence  of  the  local  Member 
of  Parliament,  little  surprise  can  be  felt  that  the  audience  sometimes  act 
on  it  and  have  to  suffer.  The  real  wrong-doers  are  the  leaders  who  give 
or  acquiesce  in  such  advice,  and  on  them  the  responsibility  should  fall. 

An  Apology  to  the  U.I.L. 

From  the  Mayo  News  (May  14) : — • 

"  At  a  meeting  of  the  committee  of  the  Ballintubber  Branch  U.I.L. 
held  on  May  8,  in  accordance  with  a  resolution  adopted  on  the  1st  inst., 
a  certain  member  was  called  on  to  explain  his  position  in  connection. 
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with  an  individual  who  has  become  notoriously  hostile  towards  this 
branch  of  the  League.  The  member  stated  he  was  prepared  at  a  great 
personal  sacrifice  to  sever  his  connection  with  that  person  so  long  as 
he  continued  to  act  in  that  manner.  The  committee  thanked  the 
member  for  his  action  in  the  matter." 


U.I.L.  Threats. 

From  the  Longford  Leader  (May  14) : — 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Drumard  Branch  U.I.L.  held  on  May  8,  the 
correspondence  was  read,  amongst  which  was  a  letter  from  the  Arva 
Division  A.O.H.,  complaining  of  the  action  of  certain  people  in  the 
parish  who  are  supplying  certain  objectionable  parties  in  Arva  with 
turf.  It  was  decided  to  send  the  committee  men  who  represent  the 
townlands  where  those  men  live  to  see  what  they  have  to  say  for  them- 
selves as  to  their  conduct  before  more  drastic  measures  are  adopted, 
and  the  branch  hope  they  will  agree  to  fall  into  line  with  the  rest  of 
their  fellow  Nationalists. 


A  Foretaste  of  Home  Rule. 

Prom  the  Freeman's  Journal  (May  3) : — 

"  Stormy  scenes  characterised  the  holding  of  rival  meetings  of  the 
All-for-Ireland  League  and  U.I.L.  supporters,  on  May  2,  at  Dromore,  a 
hamlet  six  miles  from  Bantry.  Mr.  Gilhooly,  M.P.,  with  a  strong 
contingent,  drove  from  Bantry,  and  a  number  of  supporters  of  Daniel 
O'Leary,  B.L.,  also  put  in  an  appearance.  Both  sides  harangued  the 
crowd  at  the  same  time,  and  made  things  rather  lively,  and  soon  free 
fights  took  place.  Sticks  and  fists  were  freely  used.  Many  persons 
received  nasty  injuries.  The  U.I.L.  section  appeared  to  be  in  the 
minority,  and  some  of  their  most  prominent  men  received  rough  treat- 
ment. Several  received  wounds  of  a  more  or  less  serious  nature. 
The  greatest  disorder  and  confusion  prevailed  throughout.  Both  sides 
are  most  active  just  now,  in  anticipation  of  a  General  Election  at  an 
early  date.  It  is  supposed  that  legal  proceedings  will  follow  as  the 
result  of  the  affray." 

A  Rejected  Patriot. 

It  will  always  be  a  matter  of  surprise  why  fate  has  dealt  so  harshly 
with  Mr.  Ginnell,  M.P.,  the  gifted  inventor  of  "  cattle-driving."  Whilst 
others  who  have  advocated  it  have  not  met  with  disfavor  from  Mr.  Redmond 
and  the  Nationalist  leaders,  the  author  of  the  new  land  war  has  always 
been  cold-shouldered.  Recently  Mr.  Ginnell  wrote  to  Mr.  Redmond 
asking  for  an  explanation  and  enclosing  £15  for  the  affiliation  fees  of 
branches  of  the  U.I.  League  in  his  constituency.  Of  explanation  he  has 
had  not  a  word  ;  and  the  money  has  been  curtly  returned  to  him  by  Mr. 
Joe  Devlin,  the  Secretary  of  the  U.I.L.  Why  these  things  should  be 
we  cannot  easily  explain  :  but  they  should  be  placed  on  record  as  a  warning 
to  "  patriots,"  who  imagine  that  the  path  to  glory  can  be  attained  by 
individual  activity.  "  Boss  "  rule,  of  which  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  complains, 
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would  appear  to  be  responsible.  Obey  the  "  bosses  "  of  the  League, 
and  the  "  patriot  "  is  right.  Let  him  show  independence  and  official  recogni- 
tion is  denied  to  him. 

The  "Brave"  Cattle-Drivers. 

The  following  extract  from  the  Western  People  (May  7)  is  fully  indi- 
cative of  the  attitude  of  Mr.  Redmond's  organisation,  the  United  Irish 
League,  towards  cattle-driving  : — 

"  At  a  meeting  of  the  Killala  Branch  U.I.L.  held  on  April  24, 

the  cattle  drive  which  took  place  on  the  Pollock  estate,  Co.  Galway, 

led  to  an  interesting  discussion,  much  praise  being  given  to  the  brave 

men  of  that  county." 

Most  people  would  find  it  difficult  to  attach  "  bravery  "  to  the  act  of 
driving  a  number  of  inoffensive  bullocks  off  theMand  and  on  to  the  roads — 
not  always  without  cruelty. 

A  Brave  Resolution. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Drumlish  and  Ballinamuck  Branch  U.I.L.  held 
on  April  13,  the  following  resolution  was  passed  unanimously : — 

**  That  we,  the  members  of  the  Drumlish  and  Ballinamuck  Branch 
of  the  United  Irish  League,  learn  with  regret  and  condemn  the  action 
of  the   so-called   Liberal   Government,    by    prosecuting  our   fellow- 
Nationalists  of  this  and  the  adjoining  county  who  are  justly  trying 
to  have  the  grievances  of  our  mis-governed  country  redressed,  and 
we  tell  the  forces  of  the  Crown  that  such  prosecutions  will  not  deter 
the  fighting  spirits  of  the  people  of  this  country,  but  only  stimulate 
them  to  continue  the  fight  until  every  honest  Irishman  is  restored 
to  his  long  lost  rights."— Longford  Leader,  April  30. 
The  Drumlish  and  Ballinamuck  Leaguers  must  surely  live  in  a  balloon. 
Do  they  really  think  that  the  Irish  Nationalists  at  Westminster  are  going 
to  quarrel  with  their  allies  about  a  few  prosecutions  undertaken  to  save 
the  Government's  face. 

And  Another. 

At  a  meeting  at  Robeen  Chapel  of  the  Robeen  Branch  U.I.L.  on 
last  Sunday  the  following  resolution  was  proposed,  seconded,  and  unani- 
mously adopted : — 

"  That  we,  the  parishioners  of  Robeen,  in  public  meeting 
assembled,  condemn  in  the  most  emphatic  manner  the  action  of 
Tom  Browne,  from  Ballytaylor  Bridge,  in  taking  the  Rathleith  farm, 
the  said  farm  being  needed  for  the  enlargement  of  the  uneconomic 
holdings  in  the  locality  ;  and  if  Tom  Browne  has  not  his  stock  cleared 
off  and  this  farm  surrendered  within  a  week  we  will  have  recourse 
to  other  means  to  compel  him  to  do  so.  And  that  copies  of  this 
resolution  be  sent,  to  the  '  Western  People,'  '  Mayo  News, '  and 
'  Connaught  Telegraph.'  " — Connaugkt  Telegraph,  May  21. 

U.I.  Leaguers  as  Graziers! 

Speaking  at  the  meeting  of  the  South  Mayo  Executive  of  the  U.I.L., 
•ays  the  Irish  Nation  (May  7),  Mr.  Conor  O'Kelly  said  one  thing  they  might 


June,  1910.]  Irish  Facts.  219 


rely  on  was  that  so  long  as  their  branches  are  controlled  by  grazing  interests 
they  would  be  absolutely  useless.  "  The  Treasurer  of  one  of  the  Branches 
at  present,"  Mr.  0*  Kelly  declared,  "  is  one  of  the  biggest  graziers  in  the 
county." 

Mr.  Devlin,  M.P.,  the  Secretary  of  the  United  Irish  League,  cannot 
surely  allow  this  to  continue.  Is  the  U.I.L.  opposed  to  grazing  all  the  time, 
or  only  so  long  as  its  members  are  themselves  without  grazing  land  ? 
"  Break  up  the  ranches  "  would  not  appear  to  be  an  entirely  honest  way 
on  the  part  of  the  U.I.L.  if  Mr.  Conor  O'Kelly's  allegation  is  true. 

The  League  and  the  Church. 

Prom  the  Roscommon  Herald  (May  7) : — 

"  At  a  meeting  of  the  Boornacoola  Branch  U.I.L.,  held  on  April 
27,  a  circular  from  the  General  Secretary  U.I.L.  was  read,  relative 
to  the  Parliamentary  Fund,  and  it  was  decided  to  collect  at  the  Chapel 
gates  of  Cloonturk  and  Boornacoola  on  Sunday,  15th  May." 

"His  Employer." 

Mr.  R.  Hazelton,  M.P.,  in  the  course  of  a  speech  delivered  at  a  meeting 
of  the  Dundalk  Branch  of  the  U.I.L.  held  at  Dundalk  on  May  3,  said : — 

"  He  would  have  pleasure,  in  the  name  of  the  people  of  North 
Louth,  in  sending  this  cheque  to  his  employer,  the  Most  Rev.  Dr. 
O'Donnell.  Bishop  Of  Raphoe,  and  to  the  other  trustees  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary Fund.' — Freeman's  Journal,  May  4. 

The  End  of  Land  Purchase  ? 

From  the  Dublin  Daily  Express  (April  30) : — 

"  Since  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act  of  1909  there  has  been  much 
controversy  as  to  how  it  would  affect  future  land  purchase.  With  a 
view  to  ascertaining  exactly  how  the  new  Act  was  working  a  Press 
representative  has  elicited  the  views  of  Co.  Wexford  solicitors  on  the 
question. 

' '  Mr.  Martin  Huggard,  solicitor,  Wexford,  says  : — '  The  recent 
Act  has  killed  land  purchase.  So  far  as  we  are  concerned,  not  a 
single  sale  nor  a  negotiation  for  a  sale  has  taken  place  since  the  Act 
came  into  operation.  The  present  Act  is  bad  alike  for  tenant  and 
landlord.  Take  the  case  of  a  tenant  whose  rent  is  £25.  Under 
the  old  Act,  at  23  years'  purchase  the  purchase  money  would  be 
£577  and  the  annuity  would  be  £18  15s.  4d.  The  landlord,  in  addition 
to  the  £557,  received  a  bonus  of  12  per  cent.,  making  his  money  £646. 
Under  the  present  Act  such  a  tenant  would  have  to  pay  an  increased 
annuity  of  £20  4s.  4d.,  and  the  landlord's  bonus,  being  only  3  per  cent., 
would  reduce  his  money  to  £594.  Neither  a  tenant  nor  landlord 
would  touch  a  sale  under  the  present  Act.  As  well,  the  reduction 
in  the  bonus  would  npt  be  the  only  loss  the  landlord  would  suffer, 
for  he  is  paid  in  Land  Stock  valued  at  94  by  Act  of  Parliament,  whereas 
the  price  of  such  stock  at  present  is  only  89.' 
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"  Mr.  R.  W.  Elgee,  solicitor,  Wexford,  says  : — '  The  new  Act 
has  hampered  land  purchase,  and  no  sales  or  negotiations  for  sales 
are  proceeding.  A  similar  statement  is  made  by  Messrs.  Golfer  and 
Gethin,  solicitors,  New  Ross,  who  were  connected  with  numerous 
big  sales  under  the  Wyndham  Act.  Dr.  Hearn,  New  Ross,  has 
introduced  seven  sales  under  the  Act  of  1909,  but  does  not  believe 
any  terms  will  be  arrived  at.' 

"Mr.  B.  J.  O' Flaherty,  solicitor,  Enniscorthy,  says: — 'There 
have  been  no  sales  under  the  new  Act.' 

"  Mr.  T.  B.  Moffat,  solicitor,  Enniscorthy,  says  : — '  The  new 
Act  has  absolutely  killed  land  purchase.  I  have  neither  sold  nor 
negotiated  for  the  sale  of  a  single  estate  since  the  passing  of  the  last 
Act,  and  any  inquiries  I  have  addressed  to  landlords  have  been 
invariably  met  with  the  reply  that  they  would  not  be  prepared  to 
sell  under  the  new  Act.  Similarly,  the  tenants  object  to  paying  a 
higher  rate  of  annuity.  I  heard  of  one  case  of  a  small  estate  where 
the  landlord,  at  a  loss  to  himself,  reduced  the  purchase  money  in  order 
to  enable  the  tenant  to  meet  the  higher  rate  of  interest.' 

"  Mr.  J.  N.  Scallan,  solicitor,  Enniscorthy,  expressed  himself 
in  similar  terms  to  Mr.  Moffat." 


No  Room  for  Migrants. 

Who  can  hope  to  solve  the  land  problem  in  Ireland  when  the  people 
offer  opposition  to  ameliorative  measures  ?  An  illustration  of  the 
difficulties  comes  from  Ballintubber.  A  public  meeting  was  held  there  on 
May  15  for  the  purpose  of  appointing  officers  and  committee  of  the  local 
branch  of  the  United  Irish  League,  and  also  to  protest  against  the  action 
of  the  Congested  Districts  Board  in  dividing  the  grass  lands  of  the  parish 
amongst  migrants  from  Mayo  and  other  places. 

According  to  the  report  hi  the  Freeman's  Journal  (May  18)  the  follow- 
ing resolution  was  unanimously  adopted  : — 

"  That  we  protest  in  the  strongest  manner  against  the  importation 
Of  migrants  by  the  Congested  Districts  Board  from  Mayo  or  any  other 
place  into  this  district  until  the  condition  of  the  small  tenants  of 
uneconomic  holdings  and  the  landless  men  is  first  satisfactorily 
provided  for.  The  people  of  this  parish  have  been  long  agitating  for 
the  splitting  up  of  these  grass  lands,  which  would  be  the  means  of  giving 
them  a  chance  of  living  in  their  own  country,  and  be  a  preventative 
of  the  alarming  tide  of  emigration  which  has  set  in  for  the  past  few 
months,  but  these  hopes  in  this  district  seem  now  to  be  blasted  by 
the  action  of  the  Congested  Districts  Board  in  giving  these  lands 
to  migrants.  We  now  call  on  the  Congested  Districts  Board  to  give 
the  Mayo  men  land  in  their  own  county  wherever  it  is  available,  and 
not  be  bringing  them  over  here  and  planting  them  on  the  lands  we 
have  been  so  eagerly  looking  forward  to  to  be  divided  amongst  us. 
That  copies  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  the  Chief  Secretary,  Mr.  J. 
Redmond,  M.P.,  and  Mr.  J.  Hayden,  M.P.,  and  the  Congested 
Districts  Board." 
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To  this  may  fittingly  be  added  the  following  resolution  passed  at  a 
Nationalist  meeting  held  at  Dublin  on  April  24  : — 

"  That  we  protest  against  the  importation  of  any  more  planters 
or  emergency  men  into  the  County  Dublin  until  the  claims  of  the 
County  Dublin  evicted  tenants,  uneconomic  holders  and  deserving 
landless  men  are  first  satisfied." — Freemirfs  Journal,  April  26. 


Ireland's  Savings. 

The  half-yearly  report — July  to  December,  1909 — on  the  banking 
statistics  of  Ireland  has  just  been  issued.  It  shows  a  continued  progress 
in  Ireland's  savings. 

The  deposits  and  cash  balances  in  the  Joint  Stocks  Banks  at  the  close 
of  December,  1909,  stood  at  £53,026,000  (exclusive  of  £2,714,000  Govern- 
ment and  other  public  balances  in  the  Bank  of  Ireland),  as  compared  with 
£52,068,000  for  the  corresponding  period  in  the  year  1908,  being  an  increase 
of  £958,000. 

Upon  these  totals  the  report  comments  as  follows  : — 

"  These  figures  are  of  considerable  interest  as  indicating  the 
growth  of  the  operations  and  influence  of  banking  in  Ireland.  They 
do  not,  however,  in  themselves  gauge  the  growth  of  net  savings. 
Such  a  growth  and  its  extent  could  only  be  determined  by  a  com- 
plete account  of  savings  on  the  one  hand  and  of  indebtedness  on  the 
other.  But  for  this  account  the  necessary  data  are  not  available." 

The  estimated  balances  in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  in  Ireland 
amounted  to  £11,419,000,  as  compared  with  £10,837,000  for  the  corres- 
ponding date  in  1908,  being  an  increase  of  £582,000. 

In  the  case  of  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  the  number  of  depositors 
has  almost  trebled  in  the  course  of  twenty  years. 

There  is  an  increase  of  £38,000  in  the  balances  for  December,  1909,. 
in  Trustees  Savings  Banks  as  compared  with  those  of  December,  1908. 

*mj  The  total  amount  in  the  Post  Office  and  Trustees  Savings  Banks 
in  Ireland  in  December,  1909,  was  £13,894,000,  as  compared  with 
£13,274,000  for  the  corresponding  period  of  the  year  1908.  There  was  thus 
an  increase  of  £620,000  in  the  year  1909,  as  compared  with  an  increase 
of  £248,000  in  the  year  1908. 

The  total  amount  of  the  Government  Funds,  India  Stocks,  Guaranteed 
Land  Stock  (created  in  1892),  Guaranteed  2|  per  cent.  Stock  (Land  Purchase 
Act.  1903),  and  War  Stock  (created  in  1900),  on  which  dividends  are  payable 
at  the  Bank  of  Ireland,  was  £38,810,000,  or  £312,000  over  the  amount 
for  the  close  of  the  year  1908,  in  which  year  there  was  a  decrease  of  £476,000 
as  compared  with  the  amount  for  December,  1907. 

Who  Calls  the  Tune. 

The  political  position,  so  far  as  it  affects  the  dictatorship  of  Mr.  John 
Redmond  and  its  ultimate  object,  is  clearly  summed  up  by  Mr.  Patrick 
Ford  in  the  Irish  World  of  April  16,  as  follows  : — 


222  Irish  Facts.  [June,  1910. 


"  The  Irish  leader  and  the  party  will  support  the  British  Liberal 
leader  on  the  policy  of  '  press  on '  the  fight  against  the  House  of 
Lords  until  its  Veto  power  is  utterly  abolished  and  the  way  clear  for 
the  abolition  of  British  rule  in  Ireland." 

There  is  no  question  here  of  a  Home  Rule  subject  to  any  control  of  the 
British  Parliament  or  subordinate  in  any  way  to  Imperial  authority. 
Practical  independence  is  what  the  paymasters  of  the  Redmondite  party 
demand,  and  what  they  expect  their  puppets  in  the  British  House  of 
Commons  to  obtain  in  return  for  their  money.  Mr.  Redmond  will  be  held 
to  his  oft-repeated  pledges  to  continue  the  fight  until  Irish  independence 
is  achieved. — The  Outlook,  May  7,  1910. 

More  American  Dollars  Wanted. 

The  following  announcement  in  the  Irish  World  would  seem  to  indicate 
another  begging  expedition  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Nationalists  for  American 
dollars  to  keep  the  Irish  Home  Rulers  at  Westminster  : — 

"  United  Irish  League  of  America, 

"  Philadelphia,    April    16,    1910. 

"  Editor,   the  Irish  World. 

"  DEAR  MR.  FORD. — I  to-day  received  a  cablegram  from  Mr. 
Redmond  announcing  that  he,  T.  P.  O'Connor  and  Joseph  Devlin  will 
all  three  attend  the  next  National  Convention  of  the  United  Irish 
League,  and  suggesting  that  it  be  held  at  the  end  of  September. 

"  The  coming  of  these  three  great  men  of  our  race  ought  to 
be  an  inspiration  to  secure  the  greatest  attendance  of  delegates  in  the 
history  of  our  organisation.  '  Within  the  next  few  weeks  I  will  take  a 
poll  of  the  National  Committee  as  to  their  choice  of  location,  and  when 
all  details  are  completed,  I  will  ask  your  splendid  aid  in  making  the 
announcement.  In  the  meantime,  will  you  kindly  give  upon  your 
editorial  page,  if  at  all  possible,  the  notice  of  the  coming  of  our  leaders 
and  of  the  probable  date,  in  order  that  men  may  govern  their  business 
arrangements  accordingly. 

"  Very  truly  yours, 

"MICHAEL    J.    RYAN.'* 

Mr.  Redmond's  Master. 

At  a  moment  when  Pat.  Ford  and  his  paper,  the  Irish  World,  are 
backing  Mr.  Redmond,  we  make  no  apology  for  reproducing  the  following 
somewhat  long  extract  from  the  issue  of  that  paper  on  May  7. 

"  J.  B.'s  Thievish  Instincts." 

"  A  few  days  ago  a  cable  dispatch  announced  that  the  area  of  the 
British  Empire  was  enlarged  by  the  acquisition  of  another  island 
in  the  distant  South  Indian  Ocean.  John  Bull's  habit  of  prowling 
about  in  the  search  of  spoils  of  all  kinds  has  grown  to  be  a  veritable 
passion  that  he  vainly  tries  to  gratify.  But,  like  the  miser,  the  more 
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he  has  the  more  he  wants.  A  little  over  three  hundred  years  ago  he 
obtained  permission  to  erect  a  factory  at  Calcutta.  That  prepared 
the  way  for  the  gigantic  steal  that  is  now  known  as  the  Indian  Empire. 
One  would  have  supposed  that  this  would  be  enough  to  satisfy  John's 
land  hunger.  But  it  only  whetted  his  appetite  for  more. 

Casting  covetous  eyes  upon  Africa,  he  bided  his  time  to  steal  a 
good  slice  of  it.  His  opportunity  came  during  the  Napoleonic  wars 
when  he  grabbed  all  the  Dutch  colonies,  among  them  Cape  of  Good 
Hope.  We  know  how  he  added  to  this  original  steal  the  territory  of 
the  Boers,  for  the  annexation  of  which  he  waged  a  war  that  ruined 
irreparably  his  military  prestige.  At  the  other  end  of  Africa  he 
attempted  to  rob  the  natives  of  their  country,  but  under  the  leadership 
of  the  "  Mad  Mullah,"  his  intended  victims  put  up  such  a  fight  that 
John  thought  it  best  to  let  them  alone. 

In  1882  he  sent  a  military  force  to  Egypt  to  "  enforce  law  and 
order,"  with  the  intimation  that  when  things  would  settle  down  he 
would  retire.  He  is  in  the  land  of  the  Pharaohs  to-day,  and  he  lets 
it  be  known  that  he  is  there  to  stay.  Mr.  Roosevelt,  in  his  now 
famous  Cairo  speech,  heartily  approved  of  this  determination,  re- 
buking the  Egyptian  patriots  for  objecting  to  the  alien  rule  forced 
upon  them  at  the  point  of  the  bayonet. 

In  America  John  Bull  adopted  tactics  similar  to  those  he 
employed  in  India  and  Africa,  in  addition  to  stealing  Guiana  from 
the  Dutch,  he  undertook  to  incorporate  into  his  robber  empire  the 
whole  of  Oregon  Territory,  out  of  which  several  States  of  the  Union 
have  been  formed.  .  .  . 

It  will  be  recalled  that  only  a  few  years  ago  an  attempt  was 
made  by  England  to  gobble  a  big  slice  of  Alaska.  In  trying  to  steal 
from  us  territory  which  arbitrators  subsequently  decided  belonged 
to  us  rightfully,  England  might  well  have  pleaded  old  Jack  Fal- 
staff's  justification  when  rebuked  for  his  thieving  propensities  :  "  Why, 
Hal,  'tis  my  vocation,  Hal ;  'tis  no  sin  for  a  man  to  labour  in  his 
vocation.'" 

A  few  years  ago  there  was  arrested  in  a  New  York  department 
store  an  old  criminal  detected  in  pilfering  some  articles  from  a  counter. 
In  his  prime,  Chauncey  Johnson,  the  name  of  the  old  thief,  had  made 
a  record  for  himself  by  stealing  on  several  occasions  thousands  of 
dollars  at  a  time  from  various  banks.  Like  this  old  prison-bird, 
England  has  been  compelled  by  the  force  of  circumstances  to  descend 
to  petty  larceny.  Before  she  fell  upon  evil  days  she  thought  nothing 
of  stealing  vast  territories  like  India.  To-day  she  deems  it  safer  to 
"  labour  in  her  vocation,"  by  devoting  herself  to  gobbling  up  islands 
like  that  in  the  South  Indian  Ocean,  which  a  cable  dispatch  describes 
as  twenty-five  miles  in  length  and  nine  miles  in  width,  covered  for  the 
greater  part  with  ice  and  glaciers.  If  England  should  ever  be  restored 
to  her  former  status  through  a  powerful  alliance,  such,  for  instance, 
as  an  alliance  with  the  United  States,  she  undoubtedly  would  give 
freer  rein  to  her  robber  instincts  which  of  late  have  been  held  some- 
what in  check  by  fear  of  the  consequences  on  indulging  in  them." — 
The  Irish  World,  May  7. 
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$4,000  MORE  FC 


Patrick  Ford,  Esq., 

Editor  The  Irish  World, 
Dear  Mr.  Ford : 

This  morning's  mail  brought  me  your 
of  Four  Thousand  Dollars  ($4,000),  which  w 
in  aid  of  the  Irish  Parliamentary  Fund.  I  hei 

Through  this  splendid  assistance  I  am  < 
to-day.  I  am  writing  the  Trustees  that  the  g 
sent)  comes  through  you.  There  has  been,  I 
Irish,  movement  that  has  greater  or  more  pote 
World,  of  which  this  $4,000  is  a  part.  I  say  tl 
ing  from  a  large  clientele  who,  at  their  firesi 
the  betterment  of  Ireland  by  the  Irish  Parli; 
work  by  their  generous  contributions  towards 

The  remittance  cabled  to-day  makes  si 
last  convention.  It  is  surely  a  satisfaction  to 
that  of  the  Irish  Parliamentary  Party,  in  the 
generally.  This  satisfaction  must  be  yours  i: 


mond,"  the  right  thing  in  the  estima- 
tion of  all  honest  men,  it  would  be  the 
condemnation  of  the  Times — the  patron 
of  the  liar  Anderson  and  the  forger 
Pigott. 
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THE  IRISH  CAUSE 


BOSTON,  April  21,  1910. 


letter  of  April  20th,  enclosing  checks  to  the  amount 
lected  through  your  worthy  paper,  The  Irish  World, 

forward  you  formal  receipt. 
d  to  cable  One  Thousand  Pounds  to  the  Trustees 

part  of  this  remittance  ($4,000  out  of  the  $5,000 
e,  no  fund  collected  for  many  years  in  aid  of  the 
significance  than  that  collected  through  The  Irish 
cause  the  contributions  Were  strictly  voluntary,  com- 
ead  the  testimony  of  what  is  being  accomplished  for 
ary  Party,  and  thus  make  themselves  partners  in  this 
pport. 

tially  $100,000  forwarded  from  this  side  since  the 
n  a  work  that  has  given  such  splendid  results  as 
ests  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  the  Irish*  race 
small  degree. 

Very  truly  yours, 


Yor 


*  *  It  belongs  to 
lone  have  the  right 
ling  it.  *  *  *  He 
lira  that  this  English 
md  loyalty  on  earth, 
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nor  attacked  the  li' 
:  on  the  contrar; 


THE  IRISH  WORLD  FUND. 

At  the  meeting  of  the  National 
mittee  of  the  United  Irish  League 
America  held  in  New  York  in  Augu 
last  The^Jrish  World  pledged  itsel 
as  a  contribution   t 
sntary  Fund  in  an 
;ish  leader  for 
•nproachi 
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With  Apologies  to  America. 

The  two  following  extracts  from  Irish  American  newspapers  provide 
»  genuine  sample  of  the  feelings  harboured  by  Patrick  Ford  (Editor  of  the 
Irish  World),  and  others  of  a  like  kidney  towards  the  people  of  our  Empire. 
Doubtless  they  will  disgust  all  decent  Ameri"ans  no  less  than  ourselves. 

The  Irish    World. 

*' .  .  .  .  Instinctively  the  Irish  people  realised  the  difference 
between  mother  and  son.  Of  the  Queen  who  never  showed  signs 
of  her  heart  being  touched  by  the  appalling  landlord-made  famine 
that  decimated  the  Irish  people,  they  expected  nothing ;  and  when 
she  descended  into  her  grave  they  had  no  words  of  praise  nor  of  sorrow. 
Victoria  was  identified  with  the  blackest  hour  in  Ireland's  history. 
The  memory  of  Edward  the  Seventh,  so  far  as  Ireland  is  concerned, 
will  not  rest  under  any  such  shadow.  On  the  contrary,  his  reign 
of  nine  years  will  ever  stand  out  conspicuous  by  the  advance  the 
Irish  causs  has  made  in  the  direction  of  the  goal  of  Home  Rule.  .  .  ." 
May  14. 

The   Gaelic  American. 

"  Cablegrams  on  Friday  night  of  last  week  announced  the  death  of  King 
Edward  of  England  after  a  brief  illness,  and  the  New  York  and  other 
American  papers  have  since  been  filled  with  despatches  descriptive  of  the 
profound  grief  of  the  English  people  over  the  loss  of  one  of  the  most  dis- 
reputable Monarch  who  has  occupied  the  English  throne.  That  the  people 
of  England  should  more  or  less  sincerely  regret  the  death  of  their  Sovereign 
is  natural ;  he  was  a  man  after  their  own  heart.  But  for  the  people  of  the 
rest  of  the  Empire  outside  of  the  self-governing  Colonies,  his  living  or  dying 
•could  be  a  matter  of  no  consequence  ;  their  oppression  and  misgovernment 
will  continue  whether  the  head  of  the  State  is  named  Edward  or  George. 


"In  this  system  the  King  is  not  even  a  necessary  part  for  its  effective 
functioning,  but  he  is  useful  as  an  object  to  which  the  attention  of  the 
masses  can  be  turned  when  some  infamy  of  the  real  manipulators  of  the 
system  has  to  be  concealed,  or  discontent  has  to  be  diverted  from  those 
who  cause  it.  Under  such  conditions  Ireland  and  Irishmen  can  neither 
Tegret  King  Edward  nor  acclaim  King  George.  The  English  are  a  dead 
people,  dead  to  any  sentiment  of  honour  or  sense  of  justice,  and  should 
be  left  to  bury  their  dead  King,  who  so  fittingly  represented  them  in  his 
lifetime,  without  Irishmen  participating  in  their  grief.  The  Sovereigns 
of  England  have  always  been  the  curse  of  Ireland." — May  14. 
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REASONS  AGAINST  HOME   RULE. 


An  Address  by  Ian  Malcolm. 

The  following  address,  which  is  reprinted  by  request,  was  delivered! 
before  the  Kensington  Branch  of  the  Women's  Unionist  Association  on 
Thursday  afternoon,  May  5,  1910.  There  was  a  crowded  attendance,  and,, 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  paper,  a  large  number  of  questions  were  asked  and 
answered. 

"Just  a  year  ago  I  was  invited  to  address  another  branch  of  this 
important  Association,  and  the  honour  was  done  me  of  enshrining  my 
remarks  in  the  pages  of  the  Unionist.  I  shall  do  my  utmost  this  afternoon- 
to  avoid  repeating  the  observations  which  I  made  on  that  occasion ;  but 
I  would  have  you  notice  that,  inasmuch  as  our  objections  to  Home  Rule 
are  constant  and  fundamental,  it  is  not  altogether  easy  to  state  the  case 
for  our  unalterable  hostility  to  the  break-up  of  the  Empire  without  some 
repetition  of  the  basic  reasons  which  support  our  position. 

A  year  ago  the  condition  of  politics,  both  in  Parliament  and  in  the 
country,  differed  materially  from  that  which  obtains  to-day.  In  May 
1909  the  Legislature  was  just  entering  upon  the  discussion  of  the  Socialist 
Budget ;  the  air  was  full  of  threats  against  the  House  of  Lords  in  general 
and  Lansdowne  House  in  particular ;  the  country  was  deeply  exercised 
about  the  condition  of  the  British  Navy,  and  every  platform  rang  with, 
the  rival  advocacies  of  Free  Trade  and  Tariff  Reform.  There  was  no  room, 
or  time  for  thought  about  Ireland,  and  the  country  imagined  that  Home 
Rule  could  be  safely  relegated  to  the  limbo  of  forgotten  things.  This- 
was  for  two  main  reasons  ;  the  case  against  Home  Rule  was  swamped 
by  the  urgency  of  other  immediate  issues  ;  and  the  vast  Radical  majority, 
then  existing  independent  of  the  Irish  vote,  was  pledge-bound  not  to 
introduce  any  Home  Rule  measure  during  the  life  of  that  Parliament. 
But,  as  it  became  apparent  that  a  General  Election  was  in  the  air,  Ministers 
and  others  became  less  reticent  in  their  references  to  Home  Ruler  until 
the  climax  was  reached  in  Mr.  Asquith's  Albert  Hall  speech  on  December  10, 
when  the  Prime  Minister  declared  that  a  new  Liberal  majority  (after  the 
Election)  would  have  its  hands  free  to  set  up  in  Ireland  a  system  of  fulli 
self-government.  Five  days  afterwards,  Mr.  Redmond  in  Dublin  nailed 
his  colours  to  Mr.  Asquith's  mast,  both  as  regards  the  abolition  of  the 
Veto  and  Home  Rule  ;  he  said  : — 

"  This  is  the  greatest  chance  that  Ireland  has  ever  had  of  achieving; 

Home  Rule — abolition  of  the  Lords'  Veto  and  the  promise  of  the 

Liberal  Party  to  proceed  with  Home  Rule  as  soon  as  that  veto  is 

removed." 

In  this  way,  then,  the  whole  Irish  vote  in  England  and  Ireland  was. 
bought  to  go  solid  for  the  Radical  Party  in  its  mad  and  wicked  onslaught 
upon  the  integrity  of  our  ancient  Constitution  and  of  our  consolidated 
Empire.  The  further  result  you  know  :  the  Irish  Nationalist  Party  hold 
the  life  of  the  present  Ministry  in  the  hollow  of  their  hands.  They  have 
used  their  power  without  scruple  and  without  remorse  since  the  beginning; 
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of  the  Session.  The  King's  Speech,  promising  the  immediate  reintro- 
duction  of  the  Budget  and  the  Reform  of  the  House  of  Lords,  was  crammed 
back  down  the  Prime  Minister's  throat  by  Mr.  Redmond's  hand,  and 
"  Veto  before  the  Budget  "  was  tamely  accepted  as  the  revised  programme 
for  the  Session.  You  know  the  rest :  the  Veto  Resolutions  have  been 
passed  through  the  Commons,  the  Budget  has  become  law,  and  now 
Mr.  Redmond  is  preparing  to  insist  on  the  exact  and  prompt  fulfilment  of 
Mr.  Asquith's  promise  "  to  proceed  with  Home  Rule  as  soon  as  the  Veto 
is  removed." 

Therefore  Home  Rule,  whether  we  like  it  or  not,  must  be  a  predominant 
issue  at  the  next  General  Election :  nothing  must  be  allowed  this  time 
to  overshadow  it :  it  must  be  made  abundantly  clear  on  every  platform 
in  this  country  that  the  Radical  Party,  by  abolishing  the  Veto  of  the  Lords, 
is  also  abolishing  the  one  bulwark  which  remains  between  the  integrity 
and  the  break-up  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Does  Ireland  want  It. 

Now,  I  will  not  conceal  from  you  that  your  task  will  be  an  up-hill 
one  in  keeping  this  issue  before  the  electors,  to  most  of  whom  Home  Rule 
is  a  new  and  not  an  old  political  problem.  You  have  to  educate  them 
from  the  very  beginning :  the  most  elementary  questions  will  have  to  be 
answered,  and  I  am  here  this  afternoon  to  try  and  help  you  answer  them. 
One  of  the  first  of  these  is  :  "  Ireland  wants  Home  Rule  ;  why  should  she 
not  have  it  ?  "  The  reply  is,  of  course,  that  "  Ireland,"  as  a  country, 
makes  no  demand  of  the  kind.  The  United  Irish  League  agitates  for 
Home  Rule  ;  but,  out  of  a  whole  population  of  rather  more  than  four 
millions,  over  one  million  people  steadfastly  decline  to  touch  the  "  accursed 
thing."  And,  if  you  wish  to  balance  the  worth  of  those  who  want  Home 
Rule  against  that  of  those  who  do  not  want  it,  let  me  quote  to  you  the 
confession  of  Mr.  Kettle,  one  of  the  Treasurers  of  the  United  Irish  League. 
Writing  to  the  Freeman's  Journal  (July  18,  1907),  Mr.  Kettle  says  : — 

"  Let  us  just  quietly  examine  the  composition  of  the  United 

Irish  League.     On  its  roll  of  membership  there  are  no  landlords  or 

ex-landlords,  few  merchants,  fewer  Irish  manufacturers.     There  are 

few  of  the  men  who  are  managing  the  business  of  Ireland  in  city  or 

town  connected  with  the  League.     The  bankers  who  regulate  our 

finances,  the  railway  or  transit  men  who  control  our  trade,  internal 

a,nd  external,  even  the  leading  cattle  men  who  handle  most  of  our 

animal  produce  are  not  to  be  found  in  its  ranks." 

Eliminate,  then,  all  these  classes  from  the  supporters  of  Home  Rule, 

and  you  see  what  an  unsubstantial  backing  it  has  got  among  the  people 

of  Ireland.     You  do  not  need  to  be  reminded  that  the  vast  majority  of 

the  population  of  Ulster  is  as  violently  hostile  to  Home  Rule  to-day  as  it 

was  in  1888  and  1893  ;    and  that  the  Church  of  Ireland,  Presbyterians, 

Methodists,  Quakers  and  Roman  Catholic  Loyalists,  are  ready  once  more 

to  protest  publicly  against  any  such  proposals.     It  is,  therefore,  the  reverse 

of  the  truth  to  say  that  Ireland  wants  Home  Rule. 

Local  Self-Government. 

The  next  question  to  answer  is :  "  Why  should  the  people  in  Ireland 
have  no  voice  in  the  management  of  their  own  affairs  ?  "  To  which  the 
reply  is  that  they  have  already  local  self-government,  to  exactly  the  same 
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extent  as  the  English  and  Scottish  and  Welsh  people  have  it.  They  have 
their  County  Councils,  District  and  Parish  Councils  just  as  we  have:  and 
the  State  interferes  no  more  with  them  than  it  does  with  us.  But,  while 
I  am  on  this  subject  of  local  self-government,  let  me  point  out  to  you 
that,  except  in  Ulster,  no  Protestant  or  Unionist  has  a  chance  of  being 
elected  to  any  of  the  public  bodies  I  have  mentioned.  The  County  Councils 
and  the  rest  are  run  by  the  United  Irish  League  through  their  nominees, 
and  loyalists  are  practically  debarred  from  any  share  in  the  government 
of  their  native  land.  Imagine  leaving  to  an  organisation  of  this  character 
the  impartial  administration  of  affairs  under  a  Home  Rule  Parliament. 

Efficiency  and  Economy. 

Thirdly :  you  are  told  that  the  present  system  of  government  in 
Ireland  is  extravagant  and  inefficient — and  it  is  suggested  by  Nationalists 
to  those  over  here  who  know  notking  of  the  existing  conditions  that  a 
Home  Rule  Government  would  alter  all  this  for  the  better.  But  the 
moment  we  examine  this  charge  we  are  in  a  better  position  to  meet  the 
enemy.  The  local  system  of  government  is  run  by  Irishmen  elected  by 
their  fellows  ;  so  if  that  is  inefficient  it  is  the  fault  of  Nationalists  them- 
selves. The  Central  Government :  is  that  so  inefficient  ?  I  certainly 
agree  that  the  departments  charged  with  law  and  order  have  been  lament- 
ably slack  since  Mr.  Birrell  became  Chief  Secretary,  but  that  is  his  fault 
and  not  theirs.  As  for  the  other  Departments,  listen  to  the  tribute  paid 
to  them  by  Mr.  Birrell — himself  an  unrepentant  Home  Ruler  : — 

"  I  find  these  great  Departments  of  State,  or  whatever  you  like 
to  call  them,  admirably  manned.  I  have  not  a  word  to  say,  I  need 
scarcely  add,  against  the  distinguished  officials  at  their  head.  They 
are  all  remarkable  men  ;  their  abilities  no  doubt  vary-^-such  is  the 
habit  of  mankind.  Of  their  devotion  to  the  public  service  I  have 
no  doubt,  nor  have  I  any  doubt  whatever  of  the  mass  of  information 
that  they  acquire.  I  do  not  doubt  their  experience,  I  do  not  doubt 
that  they  have  gained,  and  must  necessarily  have  gained,  great 
knowledge  of  Ireland." — Par/.  Deb.,  February  13,  cols.  198,  199. 

As  for  the  cost,  how  insincere  is  Mr.  Redmond's  declaration  that 
"  if  they  had  a  Government  of  their  own  they  could  run  the  country  on 
one-half  the  present  expenditure."  Do  you  remember  the  ill-fated  Irish 
Councils  Bill  of  1907  ?  That  Bill  proposed  to  hand  over  to  the  Irish  the 
running  of  all  the  most  important  Government  Departments.  Was  it 
to  cost  any  less  ?  No,  Mr.  Birrell  offered  a  further  contribution  of 
£650,000  a  year,  and  Mr.  Redmond  himself  declared  that  this  sum  was 
altogether  inadequate.  Therefore  you  need  expect  no  lightening  of  your 
burdens  if  you  grant  Home  Rule  to  Ireland  on  John  Redmond's  terms.  <J 

May  I  pause  for  a  moment  on  this  money  question,  and  suggest  one 
or  two  questions  that  the  British  Taxpayer  may  well  ask  the  Irish  agitator. 
Since  the  year  1881  we  have  lent  or  guaranteed  to  Ireland  for  purely  local 
purposes  no  less  than  £230  millions.  If  Home  Rule  be  granted,  and  if 
Separation  is  to  follow,  what  guarantee  have  we  got  that  either  our  capital 
or  interest  will  be  repaid  ?  Is  it  to  be  supposed  for  one  moment  that  a 
Nationalist  Parliament,  dependent  entirely  on  Nationalist  votes,  will 
make  any  serious  effort  to.  collect  the  instalments  due  to  what  they  are 
never  tired  of  calling  "  an  alien  nation."  Already  we  see  signs  of  an 
indisposition  among  the  farmers  to  pay  the  instalments  of  their  purchase 
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money ;  what  will  it  be  when,  and  if,  the  collection  of  these  sums  due  to 
Great  Britain  is  left  in  the  hands  of  those  whose  chief  pleasure  is  to  do  us 
an  ill-turn  ? 

Civil  War  or  Bankruptcy. 

But  we  can  and  must  carry  this  money  question  a  great  deal  further 
in  the  interests  of  the  Irish  themselves.  How  are  they  going  to  collect 
their  own  taxes  to  run  the  country  if  they  get  Home  Rule  ?  I  understand 
that  some  five-sixths  of  the  Revenue  of  Ireland  comes  from  Ulster,  and 
especially  from  Belfast  and  the  surrounding  districts.  You  may  take 
it  as  positively  certain  that  these  men,  betrayed  by  the  English  and 
vehemently  hostile  to  Home  Rule  (which  they  call  Rome  Rule),  will  never 
pay  one  penny  of  taxation  to  a  Government  which  neither  can  nor  will 
represent  them.  Then  look  at  the  position  ;  a  Home  Rule  Parliament  in 
Dublin,  responsible  for  a  large  debt  to  Great  Britain  and  also  for  the 
administration  of  the  whole  island  ;  its  revenues  depleted,  by  the  refusal 
of  Ulster  to  pay,  to  the  extent  of  five-sixths  of  the  whole.  The  alterna- 
tives are  very  serious :  either  Ulster  must  be  coerced  into  payment  by 
the  power  of  the  sword,  or  bankruptcy  must  stare  the  country  in  the 
face.  And  my  last  word  on  the  money  proposition  is  this :  that,  during 
the  past  two  years,  Great  Britain  has  made  herself  liable  for  Old  Age 
Pensions  for  the  Irish  and  finds  the  money  on  the  Guarantee  of  the  credit 
of  the  Empire. — If  the  Nationalist  Party  contracts  itself  out  of  the  Empire 
— and  Home  Rule  is  the  beginning  of  the  end — the  credit  of  Great  Britain 
can  no  longer  be  used  to  find  the  funds  for  the  Old  Age  Pensions.  Then 
I  challenge  Mr.  Redmond  to  say  where  and  how  he  would  find  the  money 
to  pay  the  pensions  ;  he  knows  perfectly  well  that  Pensions  must  stop 
from  the  year  that  Home  Rule  is  granted  to  Ireland. 

The  charge,  therefore,  that  Ireland  is  extravagantly  governed  is  to 
be  answered  by  the  statement  of  Mr.  Redmond  that  an  extra  sum  of 
£650,000  a  year  is  not  enough  for  them  to  govern  themselves  ;  and  by  the 
fact  that,  if  they  were  shorn  of  the  support  of  British  credit,  the  Irish 
Administration  would  be  bankrupt  the  following  day. 

I  need  not  delay  you  with  a  long  answer  to  the  fourth  charge  :  that 
"  the  present  state  of  things  is  against  material  and  intellectual  progress." 
It  is  as  false  as  it  can  be  :  all  statistics  prove  the  enormous  progress  of 
Ireland  during  the  last  twenty-three  years,  and  we  have  witnesses  to  this 
in  the  published  utterances  of  two  men  of  very  different  characters — 
namely,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  the  President  of  the  Irish  Board  of  Agriculture 
and  Captain  Condon,  the  Irish-American  Fenian,  who  visited  Ireland 
last  year. 

The  Good  of  Great  Britain. 

Now  the  last,  and  most  insidious,  argument  used  in  favour  of  Home 
Rule  is  that  it  "  would  promote  the  well-being  of  the  people  of  Great 
Britain."  This  is  urged  by  Mr.  Redmond*  and  his  friends  whenever  they 
can  get  a  platform  to  address  the  British  Democracy.  The  argument  is 
that  this  act  of  justice  would  cement  the  people  of  Ireland  to  their  brethren 
in  England.  If  this  were  true,  and  if  Mr.  Redmond  had  the  right  to 
speak  for  the  democracy  of  Ireland  (which. he  has  not)  we  might  well 
consider  this  to  be  a  powerful  argument.  But  it  is  not  true  :  if  we  were 
to  surrender  Ireland  to  the  tender  mercies  of  a  Nationalist  Parliament, 
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a  million  and  more  of  your  fellow-countrymen  in  Ireland  would  properly 
call  you  traitors  and  cowards,  and  you  would  have  estranged  them  from 
you  for  ever.  Moreover,  there  are  others  in  Ireland  who  would  curse  the 
name  of  England  if  Home  Rule  were  granted.  There  would  be  all  the 
Old  Age  Pensioners,  whose  weekly  payments  would  be  stopped 
immediately :  there  would  be  the  thousands  of  poor  farmers,  who  have 
bought  their  land  from  the  Government  since  1903,  and  who  hope  to  make 
a  living  by  selling  their  produce  in  the  English  markets.  These  men  do 
not  want  Home  Rule.  How  do  I  know  that,  you  may  ask  ?  Why,  look 
at  the  subscriptions  to  the  funds  of  the  United  Irish  League,  subscribed 
in  Ireland,  since  Land  Purchase  was  brought  in.  There  has  been  a  tre- 
mendous falling  off  in  the  last  ten  years  :  from  about  £14,000  I  think, 
in  1900,  to  a  mere  £3,000  hi  1908.  As  soon  as  a  man  has  purchased  his 
land  he  stops  subscribing  to  the  League  :  he  wants  to  be  left  in  peace, 
and  wishes  every  agitator,  who  interferes  with  his  legitimate  business, 
to — a  warmer  climate  ! 

What  kind  of  Irish  Democracy  is  it,  then,  that  would  embrace  us  if 
we  gave  Home  Rule  to  Ireland  ?  It  is  the  lazy  and  the  criminal  class, 
that  lives  by  agitating,  by  cattle-driving,  by  firing  upon  defenceless  men 
and  women  in  the  dead  of  night.  I  declare  that  I  believe  the  democracy 
of  England  has  no  sympathy  with  such  men  as  these  ;  and  that,  if  the 
case  were  properly  put  before  them,  the  electors  of  every  station  in  life 
in  this  country  would  be  on  the  side  of  the  industrial  loyal  population 
of  Belfast,  of  the  thrifty  peasant  proprietors  in  the  agricultural  districts 
of  Ireland  who  have  bought  their  own  holdings,  and  against  the  disloyal 
desperadoes  whose  only  occupation  is  to  make  life  unendurable  for  those 
who  will  not  bow  the  knee  to  the  United  Irish  League.  Has  Mr.  Redmond 
given  us  any  proof  that  the  Irish  people  has  any  material  interest  in  the 
granting  of  Home  Rule  ?  On  the  contrary,  he  has  said,  over  and  over  again, 
that  he  got  so  little  support  from  the  Irish  at  home  that  they  had  not 
enough  money  even  to  fight  the  last  elections :  they  had  to  cadge  upon 
American  money  to  get  the  necessary  funds  to  pay  their  election  expenses. 
That  does  not  look  as  if  Home  Rule  was  a  living  demand  in  Ireland  to-day. 
And  so  it  has  come  to  this  :  that  the  men  returned  to  support  Mr.  Redmond 
in  Parliament  are  sent  there,  not  by  the  voice  of  conscience  of  Ireland, 
but  by  the  force  of  American  dollars  from  our  bitterest  enemies,  the 
Fenian  Irish-Americans,  over  the  sea.  What  a  humiliating  and  hateful 
position,  then,  is  ours  at  this  moment.  The  fate  of  the  Ministry  is  literally 
in  the  hands  of  the  Nationalist  Party  :  and  that  party  is  paid  for  by 
Patrick  Ford,  the  old  physical  force  man,  the  "  known  advocate  of  crime 
and  dynamite,"  as  the  Judges  in  the  Parnell  Commission  called  him. 
He  is  the  power  in  this  land  to-day :  he,  not  the  British  or  the  Irish 
Democracy,  dictates  that  our  Constitution  shall  be  broken  up  and  the 
unity  of  our  Empire  shall  be  sundered :  and  Mr.  Asquith  and  his  col- 
leagues must  submit — bargain  or  no  bargain — to  his  decrees,  or  "  out 
they  go."  Never  have  our  political  fortunes  sunk  so  low  as  this — that 
they  depend  upon  the  smiles  of  the  man  who,  as  Michael  Davitt  said, 
"  spoke  approvingly  of  the  assassinations  in  the  Phoenix  Park." 

Ladies,  I  have  not  much  more  to  say  upon  this  hideous  state  of  things. 
You  will  do  well  by  your  country  if,  at  this  juncture,  you  ponder  carefully 
over  the  Irish  question  and  its  immediate  bearing  upon  the  plight  in  which 
we  find  ourselves.  Make  yourself  mistresses  of  the  facts  as  I  have  laid 
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them  before  you,  and  with  them  you  will  convert  hosts  of  your  fellow- 
countrymen  and  women  to  see  the  insanity,  the  danger  and  the  cowardice 
of  entertaining  the  idea  of  Home  Rule  and  of  ultimate  separation  of  Ireland 
from  England.  Read  if  you  will,  in  IRISH  FACTS  for  this  month  the  true 
and  particular  history  of  Patrick  Ford's  lurid  past  and  some  of  his  present 
utterances  ;  from  these  you  will  correctly  infer  that  he  would  not  collect, 
or  try  to  collect,  10  cents  for  Mr.  Redmond  if  Separation  were  not  his  real 
and  undisputed  goal.  Read  also  of  the  recrudescence  of  cattle  driving 
and  shooting  outrages  or  boycotting  during  the  past  few  months — the 
one  form  of  political  argument  known  to  a  large  class  of  Irish  voters—- 
and reflect  whether,  if  you  lived  in  Ireland,  you  would  face  the  prospect 
calmly  of  being  ruled  and  taxed  by  such  men  as  these.  Remember  that 
over  a  million  of  our  fellow-countrymen  and  women  are  in  jeopardy  of 
this  surrender  ;  and  register  your  unswerving  determination  that,  so  far 
as  in  you  lies,  you  will  by  a  supreme  effort,  both  of  voice  and  influence, 
avert  from  the  history  of  our  times  the  most  cowardly,  and  contemptible 
betrayal  of  a  loyal  population  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the  sworn  enemies 
of  the  Empire. 
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LORD   DUDLEY  ON  HOME   RULE. 


IMPORTANT   CORRESPONDENCE. 


The  subjoined  correspondence  has  passed  between  the  private  secre- 
tary to  Lord  Dudley,  the  Governor-General  of  Australia,  and  Mr.  Snow- 
ball. M.L.A.,  on  questions  arising  out  of  a  speech  delivered  by  His  Excellency 
at  St.  Xavier's  College  in  December  last.  The  correspondence  is  repro- 
duced from  The  Melbourne  Argus  (March  19) : — 

"  Government  House, 

"  Melbourne, 
"  February  14,  1910. 

"  SIR, — I  am  desired  by  the  Governor-General  to  state  that  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  you  are  reported  in  the 
Age  of  the  1st  inst.  to  have  made  the  following  reference  to  him 
at  a  meeting  on  January  31  : — '  Lord  Dudley  might  have  seen  fit  to 
go  to  a  gathering  in  Melbourne  and  say  that  he  would  never  counte- 
nance anybody  who  was  not  in  favour  of  giving  the  Irish  separate  rule. 
Lord  Dudley  might  have  thought  that  his  position  as  Governor-General 
justified  him  in  saying  such  things.' 

"  His  Excellency  presumes  that  you  referred  to  a  speech  which 
he  made  at  Xavier  College  on  December  13,  1909,  and  if  so  he  desire& 
me  to  inform  you  that  your  version  of  bis  remarks  is  incorrect.  His 
Excellency  has  no  notes  of  what  he  said  on  that  occasion,  but  he 
considers  the  report  in  the  Age  of  December  14,  1909,  to  be  quite 
-  accurate,  and  he  is  there  reported  to  have  said :  •  Though  he  could 
not  hope  that  it  would  fall  to  his  lot  even  to  play  a  very  humble  part 
in  furthering  the  progress  of  Ireland,  he  could  say  this — that  he  hoped 
some  day  to  return  to  more  active  politics  at  home,  and  he  would  never 
join  any  administration  or  take  part  in  the  affairs  of  any  party,  unless 
that  administration  or  that  party  was  prepared  to  advance  the  prosperity 
and  progress  of  Ireland.' 

"  The  Governor-General  is  convinced  that  you  will  realise  how 
considerable  is  the  difference  between  the  remarks  which  he  actually 
made  and  those  which  you  are  reported  as  having  attributed  to 
him.  Everyone  is  naturally  free  to  hold  his  own  views  with  regard 
to  the  lines  on  which  the  government  of  Ireland  should  be  conducted. 
Whatever  His  Excellency's  opinions  may  be  with  regard  to  the  best 
method  of  advancing  the  prosperity  of  Ireland,  it  would  obviously 
be  absurd  for  him  to  refuse  to  countenance  anyone  holding  opinion* 
different  from  his  own. 

"  I  am,  Sir, 

"  Yours  truly, 

"  WALTER  CALLAN, 

"  Private  Secretary. 
"  0.  R.  Snowball,  Esq.,  M.L.A., 
"  State  Parliament  House, 
"  Melbourne." 
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"  State  Parliament  House, 

"  Melbourne, 
"  February  21,  1910. 

"  SIR, — I  have  the  honour  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  His  Excel- 
lency the  Governor-General's  communication  of  the  14th  inst., 
referring  to  my  comments  on  His  Excellency's  public  statements  on 
the  subject  of  '  Home  Rule  for  Ireland.' 

"  I  also  spoke  without  notes,  but  the  Age  report  of  my  remarks 
is,  I  think,  fairly  correct  I  had  not  read  the  Age  report  of  His 
Excellency's  statement.  It  was  The  Argus  report  which  I  had  seen, 
and  this  differs  materially  from  the  Age,  for  it  runs  : — '  So  far  he  had 
only  been  able  to  play  a  small  part  in  furthering  Irish  progress,  but 
whatever  his  political  career  had  been  in  the  past,  or  whatever  his 
political  aspirations  for  the  future  might  be,  he  would  take  no  part 
with  any  organisation  or  body  which  had  not  for  its  purpose  the  advance- 
ment of  the  progress  and  prosperity  of  Ireland.  He  would  never  be 
found  to  go  back  on  anything  he  had  ever  said  in  that  connection.' 

"  The  last  clause  appears  in  both  The  Argus  and  Age  reports, 
and  I  am  surprised  His  Excellency  should  have,  in  quoting  his 
remarks,  omitted  this,  which  is  the  most  striking  part  of  them.  His 
Excellency's  public  advocacy  of  what  is  called  '  The  Government  of 
Ireland  according  to  Irish  ideas,'  has  been  challenged,  and  has  been, 
and  is  still,  the  subject  of  considerable  controversy,  and  it  was  that 
advocacy  to  which  he  then  clearly  referred. 

"  It  must  be  borne  in  mind,  too,  that  His  Excellency  was  address- 
ing, at  the  Jesuit  College — as  he  does  on  all  occasions  whenever  he 
refers  to  this  question — a  class  of  persons  who,  in  Ireland  and  elsewhere, 
openly  and  persistently  maintain  that '  Irish  ideas '  involve  complete 
separation  from  Britain.  His  Excellency's  remarks  on  this  subject 
are  always  received  with  an  evident  approval  never  accorded  to  the 
advocacy  of  any  form  of  '  Home  Rule  '  which  would,  at  the  same  time, 
preserve  the  integrity  of  the  empire.  His  Excellency  well  knows 
there  is  no  political  party  existing  that  is  not  prepared  and  most 
anxious  to  advance  the  prosperity  and  progress  of  Ireland,  and  there- 
fore, to  express  his  attitude  in  the  terms  he  did,  was  misleading  to  the 
public  and  unjust  and  offensive  to  those  who  oppose  '  Home  Rule ' 
according  to  '  Irish  ideas.'  I  am  satisfied  that  on  further  consideration 
His  Excellency  must  admit  that  my  version  of  his  remarks  was  fully 
justified  and  correct. 

"  Many  reputable  citizens  in  Victoria  advocate  '  Home  Rule  for 
Ireland,'  but  certainly  the  majority  of  loyal  Australians  are  strongly 
opposed  to  it.  The  question  has  caused  intense  and  bitter  controversy 
in  Australia.  The  Federal  Parliament  passed  resolutions  in  favour 
of '  Home  Rule,'  which  gave  great  offence  to  those  opposed  to  it,  and 
a  petition  signed  by  about  100,000  electors  in  this  State  alone,  was 
accepted  by  His  Excellency's  predecessor,  and  forwarded  to,  and 
received,  by  His  Majesty  the  King,  protesting  against  '  Home  Rule,' 
which  the  petitioners,  rightly  or  wrongly,  believed  would  lead  to  the 
dismemberment  of  the  empire. 

"  But  apart  from  the  merits  of  the  question  at  issue,  it  is  dis- 
tinctly offensive  to  a  large  section  of  the  people  for  their  Governor- 
General  publicly  to  throw  his  necessarily  weighty  official  influence 
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into  the  advocacy  and  encouragement  of  an  agitation  for  '  Home  Rule 
for  Ireland,'  which,  until  His  Excellency's  arrival,  had  largely  died 
down,  but  which  his  advocacy  has  revived,  and  it  is  hard  to  understand 
how  His  Excellency  could  allow  himself  to  be  placed  in  such  a 
regrettably  false  position. 

"  I  remember  His  Excellency,  a  few  days  after  his  arrival  in 
Melbourne,  being  asked  by  an  opponent  of  '  Home  Rule '  what  his 
views  were  on  this  question.  Hie  Excellency  promptly  and  properly 
replied  that  it  was  a  controversial  subject,  on  which,  as  Governor- 
General,  he  must  express  no  opinion.  His  Excellency's  predecessors 
in  office — all  ardent  opponents  of  '  Home  Rule  in  Ireland  ' — were 
never  asked  to  express  publicly  any  opinion  on  so  debatable  a  question, 
and  their  high  ideals  of  their  office  led  them  to  preserve  a  discreet 
silence  on  the  matter. 

"  His  Majesty  the  King,  whom  His  Excellency  represents,  would 
not  permit  himself  publicly  to  express  an  opinion  on  such  a  subject, 
and  with  the  most  profound  respect  for  the  person  and  office  of  the 
Governor-General  I  cannot  but  think  and  say  that  it  is  improper  for 
His  Excellency  to  act  otherwise. 

"  I  am  one  of  the  many  who  fully  appreciate  the  excellent  work 
of  His  Excellency  and  Her  Excellency,  Lady  Dudley,  while  in  Ireland, 
in  raising  the  people  to  a  better  appreciation  and  use  of  their  oppor- 
tunities, but  regret  that  his  attitude  on  this  subject  here  has  aroused, 
and  is  fostering  the  very  spirit  which  has  been,  and  is  largely,  the  ruin 
of  all  that  is  great  and  hopeful  in  that  country. 

"  I  am,  Sir, 

"  Yours  faithfully, 

"  O.  R.  SNOWBALL. 
•"  Walter  Callan,  Esq., 

"  Private  Secretary, 

"  To    His    Excellency    the    Governor-General,    Government 
House,  Melbourne." 


"  Government  House, 
"  Melbourne, 

"  February  24,  1910. 

"  SIB, — I  am  desired  by  the  Governor-General  to  acknowledge 
the  receipt  of  you  letter  of  the  21st  inst. 

"  His  Excellency  considers  that  the  report  in  the  Age  more 
accurately  represents  what  he  actually  said,  but  there  does  not  seem 
to  be  anything  in  The  Argus  report  which  would  justify  you  in 
asserting  that  His  Excellency  had  said  that  '  he  would  never 
countenance  anybody  who  was  not  in  favour  of  giving  the  Irish 
separate  rule.'  In  the  first  place,  '  never  joining  an  administration 
or  taking  part,  in  the  affairs  of  a  party,'  or  even  '  taking  no  part  with 
any  organisation  or  body '  is  a  very  different  thing  from  '  never 
countenancing  anybody.'  And,  secondly,  '  advancing  the  progress 
and  prosperity  of  Ireland '  is  something  very  different  from  '  giving 
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the  Irish  separate  rule,'  and  the  Governor-General  is  surprised  that 
you  should  suggest  that  he  considers  them  to  be  necessarily  identical. 

"  As  regards  the  last  clause,  '  he  would  never  be  found  to  go 
back  on  anything  he  had  ever  said  in  that  connection,'  the  omission 
of  which  from  the  quotation  in  my  letter  has  caused  you  to  feel  sur- 
prised, I  am  desired  by  the  Governor-General  to  state  that  these 
words  were  not  quoted  only  because  he  did  not  understand  that  it 
was  on  them  that  you  based  your  statement. 

"  I  am  to  observe  in  passing  that  your  own  quotation  from 
The  Argus  is  incomplete,  and  that  the  full  sentence  after  the  word 
'  Ireland '  is  : — '  His  future,  such  as  it  might  be  politically,  was  joined 
and  linked  up  with  Ireland's,  and  he  would  never  be  found  to  go  back 
upon  anything  he  had  ever  said  in  that  connection.' 

"  The  Governor-General  does  not  propose  to  discuss  the  meaning 
or  desirability  of  either  '  Home  Rule  '  or  '  the  Government  of  Ireland 
according  to  Irish  ideas.'  There  are  many  conceptions  of  both. 
His  Excellency  has  expressed  no  opinions  on  the  former ;  the  latter 
he  advocated  when  in  a  position  to  take  part  in  political  controversy, 
but  he  neither  had  then,  nor  has  he  now,  any  sympathy  with  any 
change  in  the  government  of  Ireland  which  would  involve,  or  in 
the  slightest  degree  lead  to  separation  from  the  Empire,  and  he  does 
not  consider  that  he  has  ever  addressed  a  class  of  persons  who  maintain 
that  '  Irish  ideas  '  involve  separation. 

"  His  Excellency  is  still  of  opinion  that  '  Home  Rule '  is  a 
controversial  subject  on  which  as  Governor-General  he  can  express 
no  opinion. 

"  I  am,  Sir, 

"  Yours  truly, 

"  (Signed)    WALTER  CALLAN, 

"  Private  Secretary. 
"  0.  R.  Snowball,  Esq.,  M.L.A., 

"  State  Parliament  House, 
"  Melbourne." 


"  State  Parliament  House, 

"Melbourne,  March  4,   1910. 

"  Sin, — I  have  the  honour  to  acknowledge  with  great  pleasure 
His  Excellency's  communication  of  the  24th  ult.,  for  I  now  perceive 
that  His  Excellency  has  no  real  sympathy  with  those  who  advocate 
Ireland's  separation  from  Britain.  There  is,  therefore,  no  justification 
for  His  Excellency's  dissociating  himself  from  any  body  desiring 
to  advance  the  prosperity  and  progress  of  Ireland,  with  proper  safe- 
guards for  the  integrity  of  the  Empire.  It  is  most  unfortunate  that 
His  Excellency  did  not  make  his  position  clear  when  speaking  publicly 
on  the  subject,  and  His  Excellency's  views,  I  venture  to  think,  should 
now  be  made  public  in  the  interests  of  Ireland,  of  the  Empire,  and  of 
His  Excellency  himself. 

"  His  Excellency  agrees  that,  as  Governor-General,  he  should  not 
publicly  express  an  opinion  on  this  question,  but  it"  is  felt  that  he  has 
allowed  himself  to  appear  to  do  so  on  more  than  one  occasion,  and  that 
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he  has  shown  an  apparent  sympathy  with  one,  and  a  want  of  sympathy 
with  the  other  party.  This  is  the  more  regrettable  when  it  is  discovered 
that  it  is  altogether  inconsistent  with  His  Excellency's  real  views. 

"  It  is  hard,  however,  to  understand  His  Excellency's  statement 
that  he  does  not  consider  that  he  has  ever  addressed  a  class  of  persons 
who  maintain  that  '  Irish  ideas '  involve  separation.  The  public 
utterances  of  Irish  Nationalist  leaders  and  of  their  active  supporters — 
the  Roman  Catholic  clergy,  both  here  and  in  Ireland — surely  leave 
no  room  for  doubt  on  the  matter,  for  they  are  full  of  such  expressions 
as : — That  they  will  never  desist  till  they  have  established  a  free  and 
independent  constitution  and  nation — Never  rest  content  till  every 
vestige  of  English  influence  and  the  last  remnant  of  British  rule  have 
been  driven  from  their  native  country — That  Irish  Nationalism  and 
loyalty  to  the  Throne  of  England  could  not  be  synonymous— That 
Ireland  should  not  be  a  British  province  or  under  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment, but  have  her  own  commerce,  army,  and  navy  as  free  as  the 
American  Republic — That  their  object  is  finally  to  sever  England's 
hold  altogether — That  any  Irishman  joining  England's  army  is  a 
traitor  to  his  country  and  an  enemy  of  his  people — Let  England 
fight  her  own  battles — That  nothing  can  satisfy  them  but  that  Ireland 
shall  be  governed  by  its  own  King  and  its  own  Parliament. 

"  How  can  anyone  disregard  or  palliate  such  language  which 
expresses  the  rankest  treason  and  disloyalty  ?  Why  should  loyal 
subjects  of  the  Empire  be  blamed  for  treating  these  as  '  Irish  ideas ' 
and  for  being  alarmed  at  such  possibilities  ?  It  may  be  said  that  it 
would  be  wiser  to  treat  such  ideas  with  contempt,  but  it  must  be 
admitted  at  least  to  be  dangerous  for  the  representative  of  royalty 
even  to  seem  for  one  moment  to  countenance  or  encourage  those 
who  entertain  them. 

"  When  His  Excellency  allowed  himself,  without  a  word  of  protest 
or  explanation,  to  be  introduced  at  a  public  meeting  by  persons 
who  were  noted  for  their  enthusiastic  support  of  that  extreme  separatist, 
Mr.  Devlin,  in  his  Home  Rule  campaign,  and  who  hailed  His  Excellency 
as  in  favour  of  the  Government  of  Ireland  according  to  '  Irish  ideas,' 
what  other  conclusion  could  be  drawn  but  that  he  was  in  full  sympathy 
with  the  claim  for  separate  rule,  so  clearly  expressed  ? 

"  Now,  coming  back  to  the  origin  of  our  correspondence,  which 
has  had  such  a  gratifying  result,  His  Excellency  questions  my 
accuracy  in  asserting  that  he  made  some  particular  statement.  I 
did  not  say  that  he  made  any  particular  statement.  I  referred  to 
His  Excellency's  actions  and  remarks,  not  as  matters  of  fact  indepen- 
dent of  the  inference  to  be  drawn  from  them.  This  His  Excellency, 
in  his  first  letter,  recognised.  My  inference  was  fully  justified, 
and  any  wrong  done  to  His  Excellency  has  been  due  to  his  own  mistake 
in  not  explaining  more  clearly  his  position. 

"  My  first  letter  fully  differentiates  between  '  advancing  the 
prosperity  of  Ireland'  and  'giving  the  Irish  separate  rule.'  I  did 
not  suggest  that  His  Excellency  considered  them  necessarily  identical. 
I  said  that  his  actions  and  statements  seemed  capable  of  no  other 
construction  than  that  he  would  countenance  those  who  favoured 
the  latter,  but  never  those  who  were  anxious  for  the  former  without 
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the  latter.  It  is  the  fear  and  risk  of  separation,  and  that  only,  as 
His  Excellency  knows,  which  divides  the  two  parties,  and  hence  his 
expression  was  unfortunately  misleading.  I  was  not  alone,  in  taking 
His  Excellency's  remarks  in  this  sense.  His  Excellency's  desire  for 
the  '  government  of  Ireland  according  to  Irish  ideas  '  does  not,  he  pays, 
involve  separation,  but  many  here  and  many  of  the  foremost  statesmen 
-in  Britain  think  that  it  does,  and  because  His  Excellency  has  not 
made  his  position  clear  on  the  subject,  many  think  that  he  favours 
-a  '  Home  Rule  '  involving  separation.  For  this  reason  only,  His 
^Excellency's  advocacy  is  questioned  and  criticised.  It  is  singularly 
inexplicable  and  unfortunate,  therefore,  that  His  Excellency  did  not 
do  himself  justice  on  this  and  previous  occasions  by  explaining  his 
.attitude  more  clearly. 

"I,  of  course,  unreservedly  accept  His  Excellency's  assurance 
-that  he  did  not  consider  as  material  that  portion  of  his  remarks 
which  I  noted  that  he  had  omitted,  but  he  will  now  see  the  relation 
It  bore  to  his  previous  utterances.  His  Excellency's  reason  for  not 
quoting  it  applies  also  to  that  other  portion  omitted  by  me  which 
did  not  specifically  refer  to  the  advocacy  of  any  particular  views. 
'The  remark,  however,  that  '  his  future,  such  as  it  might  be  politically, 
was  joined  and  linked  up  with  Ireland's '  was,  may  I  say,  also 
-unfortunately  capable  of  misconstruction,  for  we  all  realise  that  our 
future,  politically  and  in  every  other  sense,  is  joined  and  linked  up 
with  Ireland's,  but  no  more  with  Ireland's  than  with  that  of  every 
-other  part  of  the  Empire. 

"  I  am,  sir, 

"  Yours  faithfully, 

"  O.   R.   SNOWBALL. 
*"  Walter  Callan,  Esq., 

"  Private  Secretary  to  His  Excellency  the  Governor-General, 
"  Government  House.  Melbourne." 
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IRISH    LIFE    UNDER    MR.    BIRRELL. 

Facts  for  English  Readers. 


English  readers  who  wish  to  become  acquainted  with  the  realities  of 
life  in  the  Nationalist  parts  of  Ireland  cannot  do  better  than  learn  the  facts 
as  disclosed  in  certain  cases  recently  before  the  courts. 

In  what  is  known  as  the  Holycross  case  repeated  attempts  were  made 
to  intimidate  Mr.  C.  N.  Clarke,  of  Graignense  House,  Thurles.  The 
actions  complained  of  began  so  long  ago  as  April,  1907.  In  this  instance 
it  is  true  tardy  justice  has  been  done  ;  a  County  Dublin — not  a  local  jury, 
be  it  noted,  finding  the  prisoners  guilty.  Had  the  Government  resorted 
to  the  more  expeditious  procedure,  the  locality  would  have  been  spared 
three  years  of  unrest  and  turmoil,  and  the  ratepayers  the  heavy  charges 
for  extra  police,  who  were  required  to  protect  from  the  violence  of  the 
mob,  not  only  Mr.  Clarke,  but  his  workmen  and  their  families,  numbering 
in  all  some  120  persons. 

It  is  significant  that  during  the  time  the  boycotting  lasted  no  attempt 
was  made  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Nationalist  leaders  to  restrain  or  reprove 
their  supporters.  The  lawlessness  continued  unchecked  by  them  ;  indeed 
their  organisation,  the  United  Irish  League,  took  a  prominent  part  in  the 
proceedings.  Such  steps  as  were  taken  to  preserve  order  were  due  to  the 
Imperial  Government.  Bearing  in  mind  this  silence  and  inaction  on  the 
part  of  the  Nationalist  leaders,  is  it  out  of  place  to  ask  what  protection 
would  Mr.  Clarke  and  his  men  have  received  under  Home  Rule  when  the 
forces  of  law  and  order  would  depend  upon  Mr.  Redmond  and  Mr.  Dillon 
for  their  exercise  ? 

It  should  be  noted  that  no  complaint  could  be  made  that  Mr.  Clarke 
had  declined  to  accede  to  his  tenants'  wishes  to  purchase  their  farms 
under  the  Land  Act.  He  had  sold :  and  his  former  tenants  indeed  ap- 
preciated this  fact,  and  only  one  was  in  any  way  connected  with  the 
movement  against  him.  But  Mr.  Clarke  retained  his  demesne  and  the 
home  farm  ;  which  he  worked,  giving  constant  employment  to  some  30  men, 
and  distributing  something  like  £1,000  a  year  in  wages.  The  fact  that  he 
was  a  working  farmer,  and  took  cattle  to  graze  on  a  portion  of  his  farm  was 
the  only  reason  for  the  conspiracy.  There  was  nothing  against  him  in  his 
record  as  a  landlord. 

The  campaign  was  commenced  in  earnest  by  the  Holycross  Branch 
of  the  U.I.L.,  the  secretaries  of  which  in  April,  1907,  requested  him  to  sell 
the  remainder  of  his  estate.  This  Mr.  Clarke  declined  to  do,  explaining  that 
he  wished  to  reside  at  home  and  farm  the  smalt  remainder  of  his  own 
land. 

Mr.  Clarke  in  the  witness  box  related  the  various  incidents  arising 
out  of  the  methods  adopted  by  his  opponents  to  terrorise  him  into  acquiesc- 
ence to  their  wishes.  It  will  be  useful  to  record  them ; — 

March  22,  1908. — When  driving  to  station  met  by  a  mob  of  200  people 
..'.,,.  .  and  three  bands. 

July,  1908. — Mob  damage  his  gate. 
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November,  1908. — Awakened  at  1.30  in  the  morning  by  noise  of  drums 

and  fifes. 
November,  1908. — Mob  attack  his  house,  drumming,  shouting  and 

throwing  stones. 
November,  1908. — Boycotted  in  Thurles  and  unable  to  buy  anything 

there. 

As  illustrating  the  nature  of  the  boycott,  Mr.  Clarke  gave  the  following 
details.  Bread,  ironmongery  and  coal  he  obtained  from  Dublin.  Petrol 
from  a  town  30  miles  away.  Horses  had  to  be  sent  to  a  friend  ten  miles 
away  to  be  shod.  He  had  established  a  store  in  his  own  house,  from  which 
his  workmen  made  their  purchases. 

Prom  the  evidence  it  appeared  that  the  tradesmen  of  Thurles  received 
visits  or  communications  warning  them  against  supplying  Mr.  Clarke. 
Threshers  were  particularly  the  object  of  attention  from  the  conspirators. 
One  firm  who  threshed  for  him  received  the  following  letter  : — 

"  I  am  informed  you  co-operated  with  your  partner  in  sending 
your  traction  engine  to  thresh  for  a  boycott  20  miles  away,  under  the 
pretence  that  you  did  not  know  he  was  boycotted.  Unless  you  and 
your  partner  amend  matters  before  next  season,  you  will  find  you 
make  a  mistake.  I  wield  a  fair  amount  of  influence  over  my  fellows, 
and  will  see  to  it." 

Even  the  washerwoman  was  not  exempt  from  the  attention  of  the 
boycotters.  She  received  the  following  notice,  signed  "  Justice  "  : — 

"  Madam,  learn  this  notice.  At  your  peril  do  no  more  washing 
for  Clarke.  The  watch  is  on  you." 

Constables  who  gave  evidence  closely  connected  the  United  Irish 
League  with  the  case. 

On  March  17,  1907,  Mr.  Denis  Johnston,  an  organiser  of  the  U.I.L., 
made  a  speech  advising  his  hearers  that  the  time  had  come  "  to  strike  at 
the  enemies  who  support  the  graziers." 

"  Throttle  the  men  who  go  in  for  them.  "  he  said,  "  any  man  who 
goes  in  for  them,  down  with  him.  God  ordained  the  land  for  the  people, 
and  not  for  the  landlord  and  graziers." 

The  Holycross  Branch  of  the  U.I.L.  in  that  year  began  to  show  activity. 
It  commenced  to  develop  a  taste  for  music,  until  there  were  three  bands, 
whose  habit  was  to  make  a  weekly  circuit  of  Mr.  Clarke's  place,  accom- 
panied by  crowds  of  people,  shouting  "  Down  with  the  Ranchers." 

These  are  the  facts  of  the  case.  It  would  be  impossible  to  find  a 
single  redeeming  feature  in  the  whole  of  the  campaign  by  the  Leaguers. 
Indeed  in  summing  up  for  the  Crown  the  Solicitor  General  said  : — 

"  They  had  heard  a  great  deal  about  the  tyranny  of  landlordism 
in  the  past.  .  .  If  an  agitation  such  as  that  which  had  been  going 
on  around  Thurles  was  allowed  to  go  on  unchecked  it  would  become 
a  tyranny  a  hundred  times  more  galling  and  oppressive  than  the 
tyranny  what  had  been  overthrown.  It  would  be  impossible  for  any 
man  to  live  in  the  country  if  he  was  obliged  to  submit  to  the  dictation 
and  coercion  of  his  neighbours  as  to  what  he  should  do  with  his  own 
property. " 

It  is  earnestly  to  be  hoped  that  Mr.  Birrell  will  take  to  heart  the  very 
true  observations  of  his  colleague  in  the  Irish  Office. 
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The  McNeill  Case. 

Much  has  already  been  written  of  the  McNeill  case  ;  and  when  Mr, 
J.  P.  Farrell,  a  Nationalist  M.P.,  Mr.  Jasper  Tully,  an  ex-M.P.  and  editor 
of  the  Roscommon  Herald,  and  others  were  charged  with  conspiracy 
to  boycott,  the  facts  must  have  been  well  known  to  all  present  in  the  court. 
Little  need  be  said  concerning  the  trial.  Mr.  Farrell  described  it  as  "a 
farce  "  ;  and  it  would  seem  unnecessary  to  quarrel  with  the  epithet. 

Police  evidence  gives  the  best  description  of  the  life  led  by  the  boy- 
cotted men  over  a  period  extending  from  1907.  Describing  one  of  the 
incidents,  the  county  inspector  deposed  that  "  he  was  at  Aughavas  on 
January  1st  last,  in  charge  of  the  police.  He  had  a  force  of  100  men  there, 
near  Robert  McNeill's  place.  There  was  a  crowd  of  about  2,000  people 
with  drums  and  bands  and  banners  assembled  on  the  road.  .  .  .  When 
the  crowd  broke  into  the  fields  witness  sent  one  party  of  men  to  intercept 
the  main  body  of  them,  and  he  sent  another  party  towards  McNeill's  to 
intercept  the  others.  One  party  got  within  400  yards  of  McNeill's  house, 
where  they  were  stopped  by  the  police  and  put  back." 

Asked — "  Had  any  force  to  be  used  to  put  back  the  crowd  ?  "  be 
replied — "  I  had  to  use  the  bayonets." 

The  magistrates  refused  informations  notwithstanding  the  plea  of 
the  Crown  Solicitor  to  send  the  case  for  trial. 

And  again — 

Further  evidence  of  the  unsatisfactory  condition  of  certain  parts  of  the 
country  was  given  in  a  case  brought  at  Manorhamilton  Sessions  by  an 
ex-police  constable  against  certain  members  of  the  United  Irish  League, 
and  Town  Tenants  League,  Dromahair,  for  damages  for  conspiracy. 

The  plaintiff  had  purchased  three  houses  at  a  public  sale  in  Dromahair. 
When  the  tenants  began  to  give  annoyance,  he  served  them  with  notices 
to  quit,  and  upon  their  refusal  to  go,  they  were  evicted. 

As  a  consequence  he  was  unable  to  make  any  purchases  in  Dromahair 
or  Sligo  ;  and  even  at  the  present  time  had  to  get  his  goods  secretly.  Even 
his  parish  priest  passed  him  by  without  speaking. 

The  plaintiff  obtained  a  decree  for  £10. 
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THE  CATTLE   DRIVERS. 


N.B. — As  the  followinj  list  of  disorders  proves,  "Mr.  BirreW s chance  " 
has  been  succeeded  by  a  serious  recrudescence  of  the  now  familiar  form  of 
outrage  against  property  which  is  known  as  cattle  driving.  The  inhumanity 
of  such  proceedings  only  aggravates  the  crime. 

April  16 — Co.  Galway. — A  cattle  drive  took  place  on  the  Pollock 
estate  about  five  miles  from  Galway.  Some  500  men  armed  with  sticks 
proceeded  to  Ardagh  Farm,  held  by  a  Mr.  Henry  Payne,  and  drove  100 
head  of  cattle,  and  100  sheep  off  the  lands.  The  party  afterwards  cleared 
the  stock  off  another  farm. — Freeman's  Journal,  April  18. 

April  18 — Co.  Galway. — Another  cattle  drive  occurred  on  the  above 
estate.  About  200  people  assembled  and  drove  a  large  number  of  sheep 
off  the  same  farm  held  by  Mr.  Payne.  One  hundred  additional  police  have 
been  drafted  into  the  district. — Freeman's  Journal,  April  20. 

April  20 — Co.  Galway. — A  correspondent  of  the  Irish  Times  reports 
an  extensive  cattle  drive  in  the  Carron  district,  where  over  40  bullocks, 
the  property  of  Lord  Inchiquin,  were  driven  off  his  farm  at  Ballyline, 
They  were  found  next  morning  wandering  in  the  streets  of  Corofin,  about 
seven  miles  from  the  farm. 

April  22 — Co.  Galway. — A  correspondent  of  the  Freeman's  Journal 
describes  a  cattle  drive  at  Williamstown,  near  the  Pollock  estate.  The  cattle 
were  driven  from  a  farm  held  by  a  Mr.  Johnston,  and  were  discovered  by  the 
police  some  seven  miles  away  from  the  farm. 

April  23 — Co.  Sligo. — A  correspondent  of  the  Western  People  repoits 
that  cattle  driving  has  taken  place  every  night  during  the  past  week  on 
the  estate  of  Captain  Jones  of  Rathlea,  and  extra  police  have  now  been 
drafted  into  the  district. 

May  2 — Co.  Galway. — A  large  number  of  men  assembled  in  the  early 
morning  at  Kinvara,  and  drove  the  stock  off  a  grazing  farm  held  by  a 
Mr.  M'Cormack  of  Clarenbridge.  They  had  driven  the  cattle  about  three  miles 
away  when  they  were  intercepted  by  the  police,  who,  after  a  short  "struggle, 
arrested  26  men. — Irish  Times,  May  3. 

May  4 — Co.  Galway. — At  Summerhill  Farm,  Newbridge,  on  the  property 
of  the  late  Mr.  J.  C.  M'Donnell,  Co.  C.,  there  was  a  scene  of  much  disturb- 
ance, when  a  hostile  crowd  of  about  80  persons  assembled  to  prevent  the 
taking  in  of  cattle.  A  large  force  of  police  was  present,  and  for  some  time 
it  was  unable  to  cope  with  the  crowd. — Freeman's  Journal,  May  6. 

May  5 — Co.  Galway. — A  large  cattle  drive,  off  the  grazing  farm  held 
by  a  Mr.  Flutley  of  Kinvara,  at  Caherglissane.  Fifteen  arrests  have  been 
made. — Freeman's  Journal,  May  6. 

May  4 — Co.  Roscommon. — A  scene  of  considerable  excitement  took 
place  in  the  village  of  Ahascragh  over  the  taking  in  of  stock  on  the  glebe 
lands.  A  crowd  assembled  with  bands  and  drove  the  cattle  off  the  lands, 
and  delivered  them  up  to  their  owners. — Freeman's  Journal,  May  6, 
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May  6 — Co.  Roscommon. — An  extensive  cattle  drive  occurred  at 
Lowerwood  Athlone,  and  as  a  result,  15  arrests  have  been  made.  The 
cattle  belonged  to  Mr.  Patrick  Macken,  C.C.,  and  Mr.  P.  Reid. — Freeman's 
Journal,  May  7. 

May  7 — Co.  Westmeath. — At  a  special  court  held  at  Mullingar  five 
men  were  charged  with  driving  that  morning  a  number  of  cattle,  the  pro- 
perty of  Mr.  Patrick  Doyne,  D.C.,  Monkstown,  off  his  lands  at  Taughmon. 
The  defendants  were  bound  over,  or  in  default  to  go  to  jail  for  ten  weeks. 
Two  of  the  defendants  elected  to  go  to  prison. — Freeman's  Journal, 
May  9. 

May  8 — Co.  Mayo. — The  farm  of  Normangrove,  near  Kinvara,  was 
cleared  of  all  its  stock.  Over  100  head  of  cattle  were  driven  off  the  farm 
and  two  miles  on  towards  Kinvara,  where  they  were  scattered  in  all 
directions. — Irish  News,  May  10. 

May  8 — Co.  Roscommon. — The  stock  belonging  to  Mr.  Tim  Higgins 
at  Ballybride,  near  Roscommon,  were  driven  some  miles  from  his  farm. — 
Irish  Times,  May  10. 

May  13 — Co.  Sligo. — A  correspondent  of  the  Freeman's  Journal 
reports  that  a  few  nights  ago  a  cattle  drive  was  carried  out  on  the  Cappagh 
Farm,  the  property  of  Mr.  Henry  Shaw,  when  the  lands  were  cleared  of 
12  head  of  cattle. 

May  14 — Co.  Mayo. — A  correspondent  of  the  Freeman's  Journal, 
reports  that  a  cattle  drive  on  an  extensive  scale  took  place  at  a  village 
called  Castlecarra,  near  Castlebar,  when  some  70  bullocks  and  130  sheep, 
the  property  of  Mr.  James  Bourke,  were  driven  off  the  lands. 

May  16 — Co.  Westmeath. — Amid  scenes  of  excitement  a  number  of 
men  from  Moate  district,  who  were  arrested  early  in  the  day,  were  con- 
veyed to  Athlone  and  brought  before  the  Resident  Magistrate.  They 
were  charged  with  driving  cattle  off  the  lands  of  Knockdominy,  Killeenboy, 
Legan,  and  Bellair,  the  property  of  Mr.  W.  B.  Mullock,  J.P.,  a  local  resi- 
dent landlord.  All  the  defendants  were  bound  to  the  peace,  but  nine  of 
them  refused  to  give  bail,  and  they  were  committed  to  prison  for  two 
months. 

Mr.  Mullock  was  groaned  as  he  left  the  court. — Irish  Times,  May  17. 

May  19 — Co.  Westmeath.— Following  up  the  cattle-driving  of  May  16, 
the  farms  of  Mr.  H.  B.  Mullock  were  again  entered,  and  large  numbers  of 
cattle  driven.  The  women  joined  in  the  campaign,  and  the  greatest 
excitement  prevails  in  the  district ;  it  has  been  necessary  to  strongly 
reinforce  the  police  of  the  district.  Several  arrests  were  made,  the 
prisoners  being  brought  before  the  Resident  Magistrate,  who  bound  all 
defendants,  both  male  and  female,  to  the  peace. — Freeman's  Journal, 
May  20. 

May  20 — King's  Co. — The  police  at  Ferbane  arrested  30  men  for  having 
driven  cattle  off  the  lands,  the  property  of  Mr.  Daniel  Egan,  Co.  Councillor, 
Mr.  Laurence  Royston,  J.P.,  and  two  other  farmers.  Three  hundred  men 
armed  with  sticks  collected  the  cattle  on  the  four  farms,  and  drove  them 
to  the  residences  of  the  owners.  The  defendants  were  brought  before  the 
Resident  Magistrate  ;  two  of  them  were  discharged,  the  remainder  being 
bound  to  the  peace.  Five  of  the  men  declined  to  give  bail,  and  were 
committed  to  Tullamore  Jail  for  three  months  in  default. — The  Times, 
Mav  23. 
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IRISH  DIARY. 


April  27.— Mr.  J.  Dillon,  M.P.,  Mr.  T.  M.  Kettle,  M.P.,  and  Mr.  J. 
Devlin,  M.P.,  at  Holborn  Restaurant,  London. 

April  28. — Mr.  W.  Mitchell-Thomson,  Unionist,  returned  unopposed 
for  N.  Down. 

April  29.— Mr.  J.  Devlin,  M.P.,  at  Armagh. 

May  5. — Mr.  J.  Devlin,  M.P.,  at  Monaghan. 

May  6. — Professor  Dicey,  at  Dublin  on  "  Home  Rule." 

May  8.— Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  M.P.,  at  Bandon. 

May  10.— Mr.  J.  Dillon,  M.P.,  and  Mr.  T.  M.  Kettle,  M.P.,  at  Belvedere 
College,  Dublin. 

May  13.— Mr.  T.  M.  Kettle,  M.P.,  at  Dublin. 

May  15. — Annual  Convention  of  U.I.L.  of  Great  Britain  at  Belfast. 
Speeches  by  Mr.  J.  Devlin,  M.P.,  and  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  M.P. 

May  15. — Nationalist  demonstration  at  Armagh.  Speeches  by 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  M.P.,  Mr.  J.  Dillon,  M.P.,  and  Mr.  J.  Devlin,  M.P. 

May  15.— Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  M.P.,  at  SMbbereen. 

May  22.— Mr.  J.  Redmond,  M.P.,  Mr,  J.  Dillon,  M.P.,  and  Mr.  J. 
Devlin,  M.P.,  at  Cork,  at  U.I.L.  demonstration,  Mr.  W,  O'Brien,  M.P,, 
at  Cork,  at  All  for  Ireland  League  demonstration, 

May  23.— Mr.  J,  Redmond,  M..P,,  and  Mr.  J,  Dillon,  M.P.,  at 
Waterford. 
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